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ABOUT 

Eating  of  Blood ,  &c. 


T  is  with  great  concern,  that  1 
find  myfelf  engaged  in  writing 
againft  an  advocate  for  revealed 
religion.  But,  as  there  cannot  he 
a  greater  advantage  given  to  the 
enemies  of  revelation,  than  to  en- 
endeavour  to  vindicate  it  upon 
wrong  principles  :  And,  as  the  placing  of  ceremo¬ 
nials  upon  an  equal  foot  with  fundamentals,  may 
give  offence  to  many  well-meaning  minds :  it  is  for 
this  reafon,  that  I  give  myfelf  and  the  world  the 
trouble  of  this  paper ;  in  confidering  the  true 
meaning,  and  true  extent  of  the  feveral  precepts  in 
the  Old  and  New  Teftament,  referring  to  the  eat¬ 
ing  or  not  eating  of  blood. 

The  book  which  gives  occafion  to  this  paper,  is 
entitled,  Revelation  examin'd  with  Candour ,  in  the 
fecond  volume  of  which  performance,  there  are 
two  entire  differtations  upon  this  fubjecf.  And  as 
the  argument  is  therein  laid  in  its  full  ftrength,  and 
purfued  in  a  regular  method ;  I  fhall  therefore  go 
Ifep  by  ftep  along  with  that  author,  fhall  make  ufe 
of  his  own  pofitions,  as  frequently  as  I  can,  and 
to  prevent  unneceffary  altercations,  fhall  differ  from 
him  as  feldom  as  poffible. 
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The  firft  argument  which  this  author  makes  ufe 
of,  is  the  grant  given  to  Noah  in  the  9th  chapter 
of  Genefis ,  where,  he  fays,  that  the  charter  of 
dominion  over  the  animal  world  given  to  Adamy 
was  enlarged  to  Noah.  Here  I  differ  from  him  at 
his  firft  felting  out.  And  apprehend,  that  if  this 
precept  given  to  Noah  made  any  alteration  in  the 
charter  of  dominion  given  to  Adamy  it  rather  was 
to  reftrain  it,  than  enlarge  it. 

I  defire  to  know  what  fort  of  dominion  it  was, 
that  God  gave  Adam  over  the  fifh  of  the  fea ,  and  over 
the  fowl  of  the  air ,  and  over  every  living  thing  that 
rnoveth  upon  the  earth ,  if  it  was  not  a  dominion  which 
he  was  to  make  ufe  of  ?  And  fince  we  find  in  Gen . 
iii.  21.  that  upon  the  expulfion  of  Adam  and  Eve 
cut  of  paradife,  God  was  pleafed  to  make  coats  of 
skins  for  them ,  and clo'ath  tlpem  :  is  there  not  as  much 
reafon  to  apprehend,  that  the  dominion  given  to 
Adiwi  did  extend  to  the  taking  away  the  life  of  any 
of  the  creatures,  as  well  to  fupply  him  with  faody 
as  with  raiment  ?  Befides,  if  we  fuppofe  the  fto- 
machs  of  the  Antideluvians  were  formed  in  the  fame 
manner  with  our  ftomachs,  and  find  by  experience 
that  the  ftomach  of  man  is  at  prefent  formed,  as 
well  to  be  carnivorous  as  graminivorous  ;  I  fay, 
that  their  having  ftomachs  partly  formed  after  the 
fame  manner  with  the  ftomachs  of  creatures  that 
lived  entirely  upon  flefh,  is  as  ftrong  a  proof  to 
me  that  they  were  intended  and  did  feed  upon 
fieih,  as  their  having  had  feet  is  a  proof  of  their 
walking. 

And  in  the  4th  chapter  of  Genefis  we  read  accord¬ 
ingly,  that  Abel  was  a  keeper  of  cattle  ;  and  that  Ja¬ 
la!  was  the  father  of  fuels  as  kept  fheep.  I  would  a  Ik, 
for  what  ufe  did  Abel  and  Jabal  give  themfelves 
the  trouble  of  feeding  and  guarding  fheep  and 
cattle  ?  Was  it  only  for  the  fake  of  having  their  fikins 
to  doath  themfelves  withal  ?  Are  not  the  fid  ns  of, 
thofe  called,  wild  beafts,  remarkably  better  for  that 
ufe?  Andfince.it  is  manifeft,  that  the  blood  and 
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fat  were  the  principal  parts  confirmed  in  faqrifice  ; 
is  it  to  be  conceived,  that  the  carcaffes  of  creatures, 
when  they  were  once  killed,  were  to  rot  and  pun  i- 
fy  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  or  to  be  left  as  a  prey 
for  the  beafts  of  the  fields,  and  the  fowls  of  the  air; 
while  man,  who  had  a  dominion  given  him  over 
the  whole  creation,  and  a  ftomach  formed  for  the 
digeftion  of  flefh  with  eafe,  and  with  pleafure, 
was  the  only  creature  that  was  denied  the  liberty 
of  ufing  it  for  food  ? 

Since  therefore  it  appears,  that  the  more  proba¬ 
ble  opinion  was,  that  the  charter  of  dominion  given 
to  Adam  extended  to  the  power  of  deftroying  crea¬ 
tures,  for  the  ufe  of  man,  that  is,  for  food,  as  well 
as  for  raiment ;  and  that  we  do  not  find  there  was 
any  reftri&ion  then  mentioned,  we  fhall  proceed 
to  enquire  how  far  the  grant  given  to  Noah  made 
any  alteration  in  the  original  grant.  And  herein  I 
fhall  content  myfelf  with  the  words  of  the  author, 
p.  2.  who  is  before^  me.  6  Now  one  obvious  appa- 
4  rent  reafon  of  this  reftri&ion,  is,  to  prevent  un- 
4  neceflary  cruelty  in  the  ufe  of  the  creatures.Though 
4  God  in  his  goodnefs  allowed  us  to  eat  them,  yet 
4  the  fame  goodnefs  wou’d  not  allow  us  to  be  won- 
4  tonly  cruel,  or  brutal  in  their  deftrudlion  :  wou’d 
4  not  allow  us  to  devour  them  peace-meal,  or  to 
4  eat  them  alive,  like  wolves  and  tygers  ;  but  re- 
4  quires,  that  we  fhould  firft  difpatch  them,  by 
4  draining  the  blood  from  them:  And  this  feems  to 
4  be  the  fenfe  of  the  Jews,  upon  this  text,  when 
4  they  tell  us,  that  it  prohibits  the  limb  of  the  liv- 
£  ing  creature  ;  for  if  prohibiting  the  limb  of  a  liv- 
4  ing  creature,  be  not  a  prohibition  of  cruelty  to 
4  the  creature,  it  is  certainly  a  prohibition  of  no 
4  fenfe  or  fignificancy. 

And  was  not  ail  this  prohibited  in  the  original 
grant  given  to  Adam ,  though  not  exprefly,  yet  im¬ 
plicitly,  and  as  fully  as  if  it  had  been  expreffed  ? 
"When  the  great  creator  gave  a  reaf enable  creature 
dominion  over  feme  of  the  works  of  his  hands,  did 

he 


he  not  give  it  him  to  make  a  reasonable  ufe  of  them? 
Was  not  mankind  obliged  to  make  ufe  of  their  rea- 
fon  then,  as  much  as  they  are  now  ?  And  was  not 
cruelty  to  the  creature,  or  luxury  in  the  ufe  of 
them,  &c.  as  much  a  crime  before  the  flood,  as  it 
has  been  fince. 

And  that  this  precept,  of  not  eating  fldh  with 
the  blood  thereof,  which  was  given  to  Noah,  was 
intended  only  to  prevent  cruelty  to  the  creatures, 
while  they  were  alive,  is  further  evinced  from  the 
permiffion  in  the  14th  of  Deut .  given  to  the  Jews , 
to  fell  creatures,  which  died  of  themfelves,  and  of 
confequence  had  the  blood  in  them,  to  an  alien  or 
a  ftranger.  For  although  the  alien  or  ftranger  were 
not  of  the  flock  of  Abraham ,  yet  they  mult  be  allow¬ 
ed  to  be  of  the  fons  of  Noah,  to  whom  this  prohi¬ 
bition  was  given.  So  that,  it  is  puting  the  fcriptures 
in  too  ludicrous  a  light,  to  fuppofe  God  Almighty 
permitting  the  Jews  to  fell  meat  to  an  alien,  which 
he  had  before  hand  prohibited  the  alien  from  eating. 

But  to  go  on  along  with  our  author,  who  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  enquire,  whether  the  eating  of  blood,  is 
not  alfo  forbidden  by  this  prohibition  of  eating  the 
flefh  with  the  blood  ?  And  to  prove  this,  he  firft  be¬ 
gins  with  the  original  text.  But  flefh  with  the  life 
thereof  which  is  the  blood  thereof  ,  / hall  you  not  eat. 

And  concludes  from  thence,  that  as  a  refervation 
of  mines  and  minerals  in  a  leafe,  gives  the  leafee 
no  right  to  the  mines  or  minerals,  though  he  has  a 
grant  of  the  lands:  So  no  reafonable  man  can  infer 
from  thence,  that  he.  has  a  right  to  the  blood. 

4  At  leaft,  1  think,  fays  he,  no  man  can  fairly  in- 
c  fer,  that  there  is  an  exprefs  grant  made  of  the 
c  blood,  and  without  fuch  a  grant,  Ais  certain  we 
i  may  not  eat  it. 

But  in  anfwer  to  this,  I  hope  I  have  already 
fhewed,  that  there  was  an  exprefs  grant  given  of 
dominion  over  the  creatures  to  Adam  ;  and,  of  con¬ 
fequence,  of  the  ufe  of  thofe  creatures,  as  well  for 
food,  as  for  raiment  ;  and,  that  therein  there  was 


no  exception  of  the  blood,  is  manifeft  to  every  one, 
who  has  but  the  leaft  knowledge  of  the  fcriptures. 
And  therefore  I  fhall  beg  leave  to  make  ufe  of  this 
author’s  words,  p.  58.  which  he  lays  down  as  a 
plain  rule  of  interpretation.  c  That  general  expref- 

*  fions  ought  not  to  be  extended  beyond  the  reafon 
£  of  them,  and  the  occafion  of  their  being  deliver- 
i  ed.J  And  that  if  he  had  contented  himfelf  with, 
having  explained,  p.  8.  the  grant  to  Noah,  and 
fhewing,  *  That  cruelty  to  the  creatures  is  plainly 

*  prohibited  in  the  words  fubfequent  to  it ;  and 
c  that  this  prohibition  was  a  very  proper  introduc- 
c  tion  to  the  prohibition  of  murder,’  which  imme¬ 
diately  follows  it  ;  he  had  done  well,  and  wou’d 
have  agreed  with  all  the  moft  learned,  and  beft 
commentators  upon  this  text,  both  antient  and  mo¬ 
dern,  JewiJh  and  Chriftian. 

But  our  anthor  goes  on  to  enforce  his  argument, 
from  the  agreement  between  the  prohibition  given 
to  Noah,  and  the  fubfequent  prohibition  given  in 
Leviticus  and  Deut.  to  the  Jews :  wherein  the  eat- 
ing  of  blood  is  plainly  and  manifeftly  forbidden, 
not  only  while  the  creature  is  alive,  but  even  when 
the  creature  is  dead,  and  the  blood  Separated  from  it. 

As  to  the  precepts  in  Leviticus  and  Deut.  which 
mention  the  eating  of  blood,  the  prohibition  is 
there  manifeft  and  undoubted.  And  had  the  pro¬ 
hibition  to  the  fons  of  Noah,  been  as  plain  and  ex¬ 
plicit  in  forbidding  them  the  ufe  of  blood,  I  fhould 
have  acknowledged  the  fons  of  Noah  to  be  equally 
obliged  to  abftain  from  it.  But  pofitive  inftitutions, 
which  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  moral  law  of  na¬ 
ture  and  of  reafon,  fhould  be  fully  and  exprefsly  de¬ 
livered;  and  ought  to  be  attended  with  clear  and 
manifeft  proofs,  not  only  of  their  divine  origin, 
but  alfo  of  the  plain  intention  and  will  of  the  law¬ 
giver,  before  they  can  be  declared  obligatory  on 
the  whole  race  of  mankind  ;  and  are  not  to  be 
ftretched,  beyond  the  plain  meaning  of  the  letter, 
by  any  comments  deduced  from  a  fet  of  laws,  giv- 


en  to  a  private  and  peculiar  let  of  people*  who 
were  loaded  with  an  infupportable  number  of  cere¬ 
monial  laws,  fuited  and  adapted  to  their  particular 
temper,  climate  and  fituation.  And  this  is  what  our 
author  himfelf  acknowledges,  when  he  is  endea¬ 
vouring  to  folve  the  objedfion  made  againft  his 
fcheme,  out  "  of  the  14th  chap,  of  Dent,  where  the 
Jews ,  though  they  are  prohibited  to  eat  any  creature 
that  died  of  itfelf,  and  confequently  had  the  blood  in 
it,  yet  are  allowed  to  give  it  to  an  houfhold  profely  te, 
or  fell  it  to  a  ftranger.  In  anfwer  to  which  he  fays, 
p.  16.  c  from  whence  it  appears,  that  this  prohibri 
6  tion,  was,  what  men  call  merely  ceremonial,  even 
€  with  regard  to  them,  (/.  e.  the  Jews )  and  calcu- 
c  lated  more  to  keep  up  their  feparation,  from  other 
4  nations,  than  to  guard  againft  any  crying  guilt  in 
4  the  aftion  itfelf. 

As  to  the  Jem,  I  will  not  deny  that,  while  they 
hold  the  law  of  Mofes  to  be  obligatory,  they  are 
obliged  to  abftain  from  blood  :  but  I  do  not  appre¬ 
hend,  that  the  reft  of  the  fons  of  Noah,  who  are  not 
Jews ,  are  under  any  obligation  to  obferve  any  of  the 
precepts  in  the  bible,  except  thofe,  which  are  plainly 
and  fully  declared  tobelong  to  all  mankind ;  or  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  moral  law  of  nature  and  oi  reafon;  or 
are  declared  by  Chrift  or  his  apoftles  to  be  obliga¬ 
tory  oa  all  fuch  as  are  willing  to  be  made  partakers 
of  the  benefits  of  the  Chriftian  difpenfation. 

But  our  author  now  proceeds,  p.  29.  to  4  fhew  in' 
*  the  third  place,  that  this  prohibition  of  eating 
4  blood  lyes  upon  all  mankind  to  this  day,  and  up- 
4  on  Chriftians  in  a  peculiar  manner.5  This  indeed 
is  coming  to  the  point,  and  here  we  fhall  endeavour 
to  attend  him  in  his  reafonings, 

4  And  the  proof  of  this,  fays  he,  lies  within  the 
■  compafsofone  plain  argument.  If  the  eating  of 
4  blood  never  was  permitted  either  before  the  flood, or 
c  under  the  law,  or  under  the  gofpel,  then  furely  no 
4  man  in  his  fenfes,  will  fay  ’tis  now  lawful  to  eat  it. 
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But  how  quickly  does  this  boafted  argument  fall 
to  the  ground,  when  its  imaginary  prop  is  taken 
away ;  by  fhewing,  that  the  charter  of  dominion 
given  by  God  to  Adam ,  did  include  a  grant  of  the 
ufe  of  flefh  for  food,  without  any  reftriftion  con¬ 
cerning  the  eating  of  blood?  which,  I  hope,  I  have 
already  fhewn  to  be  the  more  probable  opinion, 
and  more  than  probability  cannot  be  produced  on 
either  fide.  But  he  goes  on,  and  fays,  4  Nay  the  ar- 
4  gument  is  yet  ftronger;  for  it  was  not  only  not 
4  permitted  in  any  ofthefe  periods,  but,  in  truth  it 
4  is  plainly  enough  prohibited  in  the  firft  of  them, 
4  &c.  in  that  part  of  the  curfe  denounced  upon 
4  man  after  the  fall ;  curbed  is  the  ground  for  thy 
4  fake ;  in  borrow  fhalt  thou  eat  of  it  all  the  days  of 
4  thy  life ;  thorns  alfo  and  thiftles  fhall  it  bring  forth 
4  to  thee  ;  and  thou  fhalt  eat  the  herb  of  the  field ; 
4  in  the  fweat  of  thy  face  fhalt  thou  eat  bread  j  till 
4  thou  return  to  the  ground. 

This  argument  is  fo  exceedingly  forced  to  make 
it  ferve  a  turn,  that  I  need  only  quote  the  grant 
given  to  Adam  to  fhew  the  weaknefs,  and  the  fallacy 
of  it.  In  the  firft  chap,  of  Genefu ,  after  the  charter 
of  dominion  given  to  Adam  in  the  28th  verfe,  over  the 
fifh  of  the  fea ,  and  over  the  fowl  oj  the  air ,  and  over 
every  living  thing ,  that  moveth  upon  the  earth ,  it  is  add¬ 
ed  in  the  verfe  following,  and  God  Jaid ,  Behold ,  I 
have  given  you  every  herb  bearing  feed ,  which  is  upon  the 
face  of  all  the  earth ,  and  everyT R  ee,  in  the  which  is  the 
Fruit  of  aTree  yielding  feed  3  to  you  it  fhall  be  for 
Meat. 

Now  if  Adam  and  his  fons  in  him,  were  pre- 
4  eluded  from  all  othep  food  but  bread  and  herbs ,  by 
4  that  exprefs  peremptory  prefeription  mentioned, 

4  Gen.  iii.  17,  18,  19/  I  defire  to  know  by  what 
authority,  either  Adam ,  after  he  was  driven  out  of 
paradife,  or  any  of  his  fons,  cou’d  prefume  to  feed 
upon  the  fruit  of  any  tree  ?  fince  the  grant  of  feed¬ 
ing  upon  the  fruit  of  any  tree  yielding  feed,  is  as 
different  a  grant  from  that  of  feeding  upon  herbs, 

B  as 
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as  the  charter  of  dominion  given  to  Adam  over  all 
cattle,  and  fifh,  and  fowls  of  the  air.  And  in  the 
fuppofed  new  grant  given  to  Noah,  there  is  no  men¬ 
tion  madeof  the  fruit  of  the  tree;  fo  that  if  this  argu¬ 
ment  has  any  force  in  it  at  all,  it  is  as  ftrong  againft 
eating  of  fruit,  as  eating  of  blood,  which  I  do  not 
apprehend  our  author  will  infift  upon. 

But  he  proceeds  to  fhew,  that  the  prohibition, 
which  was  given  to  the  Jews  againft  eating  of  blood, 
was  renewed  to  the  Chriftians,  by  a  general  decree 
of  the  apoftles.  And  if  he  can  do  this,  I  think  he 
fufficiently  attains  his  end  ;  fince  it  avails  nothing  to 
us,  who  profefs  ourfelves  Chriftians,  whether  Adam 
or  Noah,  or  even  the  Jews  were,  or  were  not  for¬ 
bid  eating  of  blood  ;  provided  it  can  be  fhewed  to  be 
obligatory  on  all  Chriftians  in  any  part  of  the  new 
teftament. 

For  my  own  part,  I  freely  acknowledge  myfelf  to 
be  a  Chriftian  ;  and  that  I  fhould  be  obliged  to  obey 
any  precept  which  came  from  God,  provided  1  had 
rational  affurances  of  its  divine  origin,  though  I 
cou’d  not  thoroughly  penetrate  into  all  the  reafons 
which  might  beaffigned  for  it.  When  providence  is 
pleafed  to  give  his  reafons,  I  think  we  ought  to  be 
content  therewith  ;  better,  I  dare  venture  to  fay, 
cannot  be  given :  And  fince  he  has  been  pleafed  to 
affign  this,  as  the  reafon,  why  he  prohibited  the 
Jews  from  eating  of  blood,  becaufe  he  had  referved 
it  to  himfelf  in  facrifice,  we  need  not  torture  our 
imagination  to  fearch  for  others  of  lefs  force  and 
fignificancy ;  For  the  life  of  the  fkfh  is  in  the  blood, 
fays  he,  and  I  have  given  it  to  you  upon  the  altar,  to 
make  an  attornment  for  your  fouls,  'Therefore  I  [aid  unto 
the  children  of  Ifrael,  No  joitl  of  you  fie  all  eat  blood. 

As  to  the  reft  of  the  reafons  affign’d  by  this  au¬ 
thor  for  this  prohibition,  wherein  he  mentions  the 
fiercenefs  of  carnivorous  animals,  the  faftidioufnefs 
of  a  flefh  diet,  and  that  blood  is  apt  to  breed  choler, 
and  therefore  make  men  choleric,  I  do  not  think  they 
have  weight  enough  in  them  to  require  an  anfwer. 

And 
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And  fhall  only  beg  leave  to  remind  him  of  one 
thing  which  he  feems  to  forget,  when  he  fays, 
p.  37.  that  *  we  have  as  much  reafon  to  abftain 
c  from  blood,  now,  in  commemoration  of  the  at- 
6  tonement  made  by  the  blood  of  Chrift ,  for  the 
c  fins  of  the  whole  world,  as  it  was  to  abltain  from 
c  it  in  view  of  that  attonement, 

I  freely  acknowledge  that  gratitude  and  thankf- 
giving  are  the  nobleft  parts  of  the  duty  of  a  reafo- 
nable  creature ;  but  hope  he  recolle&s,  that  the  re¬ 
ceiving  of  bread  and  wine,  in  the  facrament  of  the 
Lord's  (upper,  was  inftituted  by  Chrifihimitlf  in  com¬ 
memoration  of  the  innumerable  benefits,  which  by 
his  precious  blood  fhedding  he  hath  obtained  to  us  ; 
and  as  a  continual  remembrance  of  his  death  to  our 
great  and  endlefs  comfort. 

And  the  appointment  of  this  inftitution  by  our  Sa¬ 
viour  Jefus  Chrift ,  for  this  very  end  and  purpofe,  in 
commemoration  of  that  oblation  of  himfelf  once  of¬ 
fered,  wherein  he  made  a  full,  perfeft,  and  fuffici- 
ent  facrifice,  oblation,  and  fatisfaftion  for  the  fins  of 
the  whole  world  ;  is  a  ftrong  proof  to  me,  that  al¬ 
though  the  precept  to  Noah  had  been  conceived  in  as 
full  and  ample  terms,  as  that  which  was  given  after¬ 
wards  to  the  Jews,  yet  its  obligation  wou’d  have  ceaf- 
ed3when  the  facrifice  and  the  oblation  ceafed.  Cef  an¬ 
te  ratione  cejjat  lex. 

All  the  other  types,  either  of  our  Saviour’s  com¬ 
ing,  or  of  his  death,  vanifhed  in  their  accomplifh- 
ment  ;  and  the  obligation  of  obferving  them  was 
difannulled  in  their  being  fulfilled ;  how  much  more 
then  ought  this  type  to  ceafe,  on  the  ceafing  of  the 
oblation  and  facrifice  ;  efpecially  when  we  confider, 
that  Chrift  was  pleafed  to  appoint  a  new,  and  par¬ 
ticular  inftitution  in  remembrance  of  that  facrifice, 
which  he  offered  for  the  fins  of  mankind  in  his  own 
perfon  on  the  crofs  ? 

But  to  come  to  the  point  ;  whether  there  is  any 
part  of  the  fcriptures  of  the  new  teftament,  which 
obli  ges  all  Chriftians  in  a  peculiar  manner  to  abftain 
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from  eating  of  blood  ?  And  this  our  author  appre¬ 
hends  to  be  fufficiently  manifeft  from  the  decree 
made  by  the  apoftles  in  the  1 5th  chap,  of  the  Affs ; 
where  we  read,  that  after  a  long  and  folemri  debate 
upon  the  queftion,  whether  the  Gentile  converts  to 
ehriftianity  were  obliged  to  obferve  the  law  of  Mojes  ? 
it  was  at  laft  determined,  that  they  were  not ;  and 
that  no  more  fhould  be  required  of  them  than  to'ab- 
ftain  from  pollution  of  idols,  and  from  fornication, 
and  from  things  ftrangled,  and  from  blood. 

Here  let  us  join  iffue.  And  firft,  I  will  acknow¬ 
ledge,  that  I  do  allow  this  part  of  the  fcriptures  to  be 
genuine ;  I  do  likewife  allow  that  the  practice  of 
abftaining  from  blood  had  a  long  continuance  in  a 
great  part  of  the  Chriftian  church,  and  efpecially 
among  the  Greeks :  that  this  prohibition  hath  crept 
in  alfo  among  the  canons  called  apoftolical *  but 
not  among  the  firft  fifty,  which  are  undoubtedly  of 
better  authority  than  the  remaining  ones. 

But  the  queftion  between  us  is  not,  whether  it 
was  cuftomary  in  the  primitive  times  of  ehriftianity 
to  abftain  from  blood  ?  but  whether  the  continuance 
of  that  cuftom  has  any  foundation  to  fupport  it  in  the 
fcriptures  of  the  new  teftament  ?  So  that  the  true 
ftate  of  the  queftion  will  be  this,  whether  the  decree 
made  by  the  apoftles,  in  the  ijth  chap,  of  th e  Acts, 
is  to  be  underftood,  as  a  general  precept  to  all  Chrifi 
tians,  to  continue  for  ever  ?  or  only,  as  a  particular 
direction  to  forne particular  chriftians :  the  observance 
of  which,  was  to  continue  no  longer  than  the  Jew- 
ijh  temple,  and  Je-wifh  government  fubfifted  ? 

This  is  the  ftate  of  the  cafe,  which  I  apprehend 
will  beft  be  determined  by  confulting  the  fcriptures 
of  the  New  Teftament,  and  enquiring  to  whom  this 
decree  was  dire6ted. 

However,  it  may  be  neceffary  firft  to  premife, 
that  in  the  Jemfh  religion  there  were  two  forts  of 
profelytes,  thole  which  were  called  profelytes  of 
righteoufnefs,  and  thofe  who  were  called  profelytes 
of  the  gate.  The  profely  tes  of  righteoufnefs  differed 
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from  the  Jew  in  nothing  but  his  birth,  being  circum- 
cifed,  and  obliged  to  conform  himfelf  to  all  the  ce¬ 
remonials  of  the  Jewifh  law,  and  of  confequence 
admitted  into  the  full  poffeffion  of  all  the  benefits 
and  advantages  of  the  Jewifh  religion.  The  profe- 
lyte  of  the  gate,  who,  in  the  language  of  the  Old 
Teftament,  is  called  the  fir  anger  that  Jojourneth  with¬ 
in  thy  gates,  was  only  admitted  into  fome  of  the  pri¬ 
vileges  of  the  Jewifh  church,  and  only  obliged  to 
conform  to  fome  of  the  ceremonies  of  the  Jewifh  re¬ 
ligion  :  They  were  admitted  into  the  Synagogues , 
and  into  the  outward  court  of  the  temple,  which 
was  therefore  called  the  court  of  the  Gentiles ;  and  in 
the  1 7th  chap,  of  Leviticus,  are  peremptorily  prohi¬ 
bited  from  eating  of  things  offered  unto  idols,  from 
things  ftfangled,  and  from  blood, 

Thefe  profelytes  of  the  gate  are,  in  the  language 
of  the  New  Teftament,  fometimes  called  Gentiles , 
fometimes  Greeks ,  fometimes  worjhippers ,  fometimes 
devout,  pious i  or  prudent  men ,  and  fometimes  they 
are  denoted  by  the  appellation  of  thofe  who  fear 
God.  This  decree  is  plainly  directed  to  thofe,  who 
from  among  the  Gentiles  are  turned  unto  God. 

The  queftion  therefore  is,  whether  this  was  an 
univerfal  decree  to  all  Gentiles,  or  only  intended  for 
thofe  who  were  profelytes  of  the  gate  in  the  Jewifh 
religion  ?  In  order  to  determine  which,  it  will  be 
neceffary  to  look  a  little  into  the  life  of  St.  Paul ,  and 
fee  what  fort  of  Gentiles  they  were,  whether  idola¬ 
trous  Gentiles,  or  Gentile  profelytes  of  the  gate  which 
he  had  hitherto  converted;  and  of  confequence,  who 
they  were  that  gave  occafion  to  this  decree,  both 
being  indifferently  ftyled  by  the  common  appellation 
of  Gentiles . 

In  the  13th  chap,  of  the  Acts  is  the  firft  mention 
of  St.  Paul's  million  to  the  Gentiles ,  where  it  is  faid, 
ver.  1,2,  3,  4,  y,  6, That  there  were  in  the  church ,  that 
was  at  Antioch,  (in  Cede- Syria)  certain  prophets  and 
teachers ,  as  Barnabas  and  Simeon  that  was  called 
and  Lucius  of  Cyrene,  and  Manaen,  which 


had  been  brought  up  with  Herod  the  Tetrarchy  and 
Saul.  As  they  miniftred  unto  the  Lord,  and  f aft ed^ 
the  Holy  Ghoft  /aid ,  Separate  me  Barnabas  and  Saul 
for  the  work  whereunto  I  have  called  them.  And  when 
they  had  fafted ,  and  prayed >  and  laid  their  hands  on 
them ,  they  fent  them  away.  So  they  being  fent  forth 
by  the  Holy  Ghoft ,  departed  into  Seleucia,  and  from 
thence  they  failed  to  Cyprus.  And  when  they  were  at 
Salamis,  they  preached  the  word  in  the  fynagogue  of 
the  Jews.  And  when  they  had  gone  through  the  ifle 
unto  Paphos,  they  there  converted  Sergius  Paulus , 
who  was  a  Gentile  profelyte  of  the  gate,  as  appears 
from  his  intimacy  with  Barjefus  the  Jew,  and  his 
calling  for  Barnabas  and  Saul,  and  defiring  to  hear 
the  word  of  God ;  fince  it  is  plain,  that  he  muft 
believe  in  God,  before  he  would  defire  to  hear  the 
word  of  God,  the  word  of  God  and  the  gofpel  of 
Chrifi  being  always  ufed  in  the  New  Teftament  as 
fynonymous  terms. 

Ver.  13,  14,  15,  16.  Now  when  Paul  and  his  com¬ 
panions  loofed  from  Paphos,  they  came  to  Perga  in 
Pamphylia.  But  when  they  departed  from  Perga,  they 
came  to  Antioch  in  Pifidia,  and  went  into  the  fyna¬ 
gogue  on  the  fabbath  day ,  and  fat  down.  And  after  the 
reading  of  the  law  and  the  prophets ,  the  rulers  of  the 
Synagogue  fent  unto  them ,  faying ,  Ye  men  and  brethren , 
if  ye  have  any  word  of  exhortation  for  the  people ,  fay 
on.  Then  Paul  food  up ,  and  beckening  with  his  hand , 
faid ,  Men  of  Ifrael,  and  ye  that  fear  God ,  give  audi¬ 
ence  ;  and  ver.  26.  he  fays,  Men  and  brethren ,  chtl r~ 
dren  of  the  flock  of  Abraham,  and  whofoever  among 
you  fear eth  God.  Where,  by  the  words,  ye  that  fear 
God ,  and  whofoever  among  you  fear  eth  God ,  it  is  ma» 
nifeft  he  directs  his  difcourfe  to  the  Gentile  profe- 
lytes  of  the  gate,  who  were  not  men  of  Ifraef  nor 
children  of  the  flock  of  Abraham ,  and  yet  were  ad* 
mitted  into  the  fynagogue. 

I  have  been  fomewhat  particular  in  the  quotati¬ 
ons  which  I  have  made  out  of  this  13th  chapter  of 
the  AtlSj  becaufe  our  author  feems  to  triumph 
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mightily  upon  this  fubjeft,  when  he  fays,  4  Now 
4  this  tranfa&ion  at  Antioch  happen’d  feven  years 
4  before  the  decree  againft  blood  and  things  ftrang- 
4  led  was  paffed  by  the  apoftles  at  Jerufalem.  Can 
4  any  man  in  his  fenfes  doubt,  after  this,  whether 
4  the  apoftles  preached  to  the  Gentiles  before  the 
4  paffing  of  that  decree’  ?  If  by  the  Gentiles  our  au¬ 
thor  means  idolatrous  Gentiles ,1  muft  inform  him,that 
there  is  a  perfon  who  imagines  himfelf  in  his  fenfes, 
that  not  only  doubts,  whether  the  apoftles  preach¬ 
ed  to  the  idolatrous  Gentiles  before  the  paffing  of  the 
decree  ;  but  apprehends  he  has  very  good  reafons 
to  believe,  that  St.  Paul  never  made  any  converts 
from  among  the  idolatrous  Gentiles ,  till  a  year,  at; 
leaft,  after  the  decree  was  palled,  in  his  next  apo- 
ftolical  journey  at  cTheffalonica.  And  it  is  to  the 
Gentile  converts  from  idolatry  in  this  city,  that  the 
firft  epiltle  which  St.  Paul  ever  wrote  as  an  apoftle, 
is  direfted  above  two  years  after  the  paffing  of  the 
decree  at  Jerufalem . 

I  defire  this  author  further  to  confider,  that  it 
was  ten  years  after  St.  Paul's  converfion,  before  he 
received  his  million  to  the  Gentiles.  And  where  is 
the  abfurdity  of  fuppofing,  that  his  .firft  apoftolical 
journey  was  dire&ed  to  thofe  Gentiles  who  were 
profelytes  of  the  gate,  efpecially  fince  we  find  that 
thofe  Gentiles  to  whom  St.  Paul  preached  at  Antioch 
in  Pifidia ,  and  every  where  elfe  in  this  journey, 
were  Gentile  profelytes  of  the  gate.  For  firft  of  all  it 
may  be  obferved,  that  it  was  in  the  fynagogue  of  the 
Jews,  on  a  fabbath-day ,  that  he  preached  to  them. 
And,  fecondly,  he  addreffes  himfelf  to  them  by  the 
particular  denomination  of  thofe  who  fear  God , 
and  whcfoever  among  youfeareth  God ;  chara&erifticks 
that  would  not  be  applicable  to  idolatrous  Gentiles. 

It  is  moreover  faid,  ver.  43.  that  when  the  Jews 
were  gone  out  of  the  fynagogue ,  the  Gentiles  be  fought 
that  thefe  words  might  be  preach'd  to  them  the  nest  fab - 
bath .  If  thefe  were  idolatrous  Gentiles ,  why  fhould 
they  confine  the  preaching  of  Paul  to  the  next  fab- 
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hath  ?  every  day  was  equal  to  them,  and  every  place 
fitter  than  the  fynagogue.  And  the  next  fabbath-day 
came  almoft  the  whole  city  together  to  hear  the  word 
of  God)  ver.  44.  By  the  expreffion  of  almoft  the  whole 
city  is  meant  no  more  than  a  great  multitude,  as  is 
manifeft  to  any  one  who  is  the  leaft  verfed  in  the 
fcripture  phrafe,  and  the  eaftern  method  of  writing. 
And  if  we  confider  the  fermon  which  St.  Paul 
preach'd,  and  which  the  Gentiles  defined  to  hear 
over  again,  we  fhall  find  it  far  from  being  fuc-h  an 
one  as  is  proper  to  be  preached  for  the  converfion 
of  idolatrous  Gentiles.  It  is  an  abftrafl  of  the  hiftory 
of  the  Old  Teftament,  and  concludes  with  jhew- 
ing  the  fuperiour  benefits  that  will  attend  mankind 
by  believing  in  Chrift ,  than  by  conforming  to  the 
law  of  Mofes.  I  fhould  only  defire  my  reader  will 
perufe  the  fermon,  which  St.  Paul  makes  to  the 
idolatrous  Gentiles  at  Athens ,  Acts  xvii.  22.  and  to  fay 
whether  he  thinks  it  confiftent  with  the  wifdom  and 
abilities  of  that  great  orator  to  attempt  converting 
idolatrous  Gentiles- by 4he.  fermon  preach’d  in  the  13th 
chapter  of  the  Acts  to  the  Gentiles  at  Antioch. 

But  to  proceed,  ver.  45.  when  the  Jews  [aw  the 
multitudes ,  they  were  filled  with  envy ,  and  ftpdke  a  gain  ft 
thofe  things  which  were  fpoken  by  Paid ,  contradicting 
and  blafpheming.  Here  it  is  manifeft,  that  the  Jews 
knew  nothing  of  the  requeft  which  the  Gentile  pro- 
felytes  had  made  the  laft  Jabbath  to  Paul ,  to  preach 
the  fame  words  the  next  fabbath-day  :  for  it  is  ob- 
ferved,  ver.  42.  that  the  Gentiles  did  not  make  this 
requeft  till  the  Jews  were  gone  out  of  the  fyna¬ 
gogue.  The  profelyte  Gentiles  therefore  were  ga¬ 
thered  in  a  great  body  together  the  next  fabbath  to 
hear  the  word  of  God  according  to  appointment. 
And  this  was  it  that  raifed  the  envy  of  the  Jews, 
when  they  faw  fuch  a  multitude. 

Ver.  46,  48.  Then  Paul  and  Barnabas' waxed  hold \ 
and  [aid.  It  was  nec e (far y  that  the  word  of  God  fhould 
firft  have  been  fpoke  to  yon  (  but  feeing  ye  put  it  from 
you ,  and  judge  yourfehes  unworthy  of  iverlafting  life , 
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h7  we  turn  to  the  Gentiles.  And  when  the  Gentiles 
heard  this ,  they  were  glad,  ated  glorified  the  word  of  the 
Lord,  and  as  many  as  were  ordained  to  eternal  life 
believed ;  and  the  word  of  the  Lord  was  Published 
throughout  all  the  region . 

Here  our  author  obferves,  p.  47.  4  Does  any 
c  one  know  the  Jews  fo  little,  as  to  imagine,  that 
4  when  the  apoftles  turned  to  the  Gentiles  from 
4  them,  the  Jews  would  after  this  buffer  thofe  apo*- 
4  files  to  preach  to  the  Gentiles  in  their  fynagogues  ? ? 
But  if  this  author  had  allowed  himfelf  patience 
to  read  one  Verfe  further  in  this  chapter,  ver.  jo. 
he  would  have  found  it  faid,  that  the  Jews  ftirred 
up  the  devout  and  honourable  women,  and  the  chief 
men  of  the  city,  and  raifed  perfection  againji  Paul 
and  Barnabas,  and  expelled  them  out  of  their  coafts, 
Befides  it  is  not  faid  that  the  word  of  the  Lord  was 
preached  by  Paul  and  Barnabas  throughout  all  the 
region  ;  but  that  it  was  publifhed ,  that  is,  that  an 
account  of  it  was  fpread  abroad,  or  carried  by  the 
profelyte  Gentiles  throughout  all  the  region.  For 
the  original  word  which  is  here  tranflated  publifijed 
is  the  "fame  with  that  made  ufe  of  by  St.  Mark, 
where  he  fays,  ch.  xi.  ver.  6.  that  Jefus  would  not 
buffer  that  any  man  (hould  carry  a  veffel  through 
the  temple. 

Being  then  driven  out  of  Antioch ,  the  apoftles 
came  to  Iconium ,  APIs  xiv.  1,  6,  21,  24,  25,  26,  27. 
And  it  came  to  pafs  in  Iconium,  that  they  went  both 
together  into  the  fynagogue  of  the  Jews,  and  fo  fpake , 
that  a  great  multitude  both  of  Jews,  and  alfo  of  the 
Greeks  (profelytes  of  the  gate,  as  appears  from 
their  being  in  the  fynagogue)  believed.  From  thence 
they  were  forced  to  file  unto  Lyftra,  and  Derbe,  cities 
of  Lycaonia.  Ana  when  they  had  preached  the  gofifel 
to  thofe  cities ,  and  had  taught  many ,  they  returned  again 
to  Lyftra, and  to  Iconium, and  Antioch.  And  after  they 
had  puffed  throughout  Pifidia,  they  came  to  Pamphy- 
lia.  And  when  they  had  preached  the  word  in  Perga, 
they  went  down  into  Attalia.  And  thence  they  failed  to 
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Antioch,  (in  C&le-Syriu )  from  whence  they  had  been 
recommended  to  the  grace  of  God  for  the  work  which 
they  fulfilled And  when  they  were  come ,  and  had 
gathered  the  church  together ,  they  rehear  fed  all  that 
God  had  done  with  them ,  and  how  he  had  opened  the 
door  of  faith  unto  the  Gentiles. 

Here  is  a  full  accou  nt  of  St.  Paul’s  firft  apoflolical 
journey,  from  his  firft  million  to  the  Gentiles ,  to 
his  return  to  Antioch ,  from  whence  he  had  been 
fent.  And  from  the  whole  I  apprehend  it  plainly 
appears,  that  the  Gentiles  to  whom  the  door  of 
faith  had  been  opened  in  this  journey,  were  not 
idolatrous  Gentiles ,  but  Gentiles  who  had  been  pro- 
felytes  of  the  gate  in  the  Jewiffj  religion.  In  this 
journey  there  is  not  the  leaft  notice  taken  of  the 
converfion  of  one  idolatrous  Gentile ,  nor  of  St.  Paul’s 
preaching  to  them,  except  at  Lyftra  in  Lycaonia , 
where  the  inhabitants  would  willingly  have  facri* 
ficed  to  them  ;  and  the  fpeech  which  he  makes  to 
them  there  upon  that  account,  is  fo  different  from 
that  which  he  made  to  the  Gentiles  at  Antioch ,  that 
it  is  impoffible  to  conceive  the  perfons  he  fpeaks 
to  in  both  places,  to  be  perfons  of  the  fame  relb 
gion.  In  this  fpeech  at  Lyftra  he  only  finds  fault 
with  them  for  their  idolatry  ;  and  recommends 
the  belief  of  one  true  God,  creator  of  heaven  and 
earth,  and  all  things  that  are  therein:  And  the  fuc~ 
cefs  that  he  met  with  is  alfo  different ;  for  it  is  of¬ 
fer  ved,  that  with  thefe  fayings  fcarce  refrained  he  the 
people ,  that  they  had  not  done  facri  fee  ;  but  does  not 
fay  the  leaft  word  to  them  either  of  the  law  of 
Mofes ,  or  the  gofpel  of  Chrift .  Whereas  in  other 
places  it  is  faid,  that  he  preached  the  gofpef  and 
preached  the  word  ;■  that  he  frequented  the  fynagogues , 
and  direfted  his  difeourfe  not  only  to  the  Jews,  but 
alfo  to  the  Gentiles ,  and  that  as  many  as  were  or¬ 
dained  to  eternal  life  believed. 

Thefe  are  the  Gentiles  who  were  the'  oceafion  of 
that  apoftolical  decree  which  is  the  fubje£t  of  the 
prefent  difpute ;  for  here  it  was  at  Antioch  that  this 
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3ueftion  was  ftarted,  which  gave  occafion  to  the 
ecree,  Affs  xv.  i,  2,  4,  5.  When  certain  men  who 
came  down  from  Judea,  taught  the  brethren ,  and  /aid , 
except  ye  be  ctrcumcifed  after  the  manner  oj  Mofes, 
ye  cannot  be  faved .  When  therefore  Paul  and  Barna¬ 
bas  had  no  f  mall  dijjenfion  and  deputation  with  them , 
they  determined  that  Paul  and  Barnabas,  and  certain 
other  of  them,  jhould  go  up  to  Jerufalem,  unto  the  apo~ 
files  and  elders ,  about  this  queftion.  And  when  they 
were  come  to  Jerufalem,  there  arofe  up  certain  of  the 
feft  of  the  Pharifees,  which  believed ,  faying ,  that  it 
was  needful  to  circumcife  them ,  and  to  command  them 
to  keep  the  law  of  Mofes.  Upon  which  the  apoftles 
enter  into  debate,  and  St.  James  concludes  the 
whole  with  faying,  ver.  19,  20.  Wherefore  my  fen - 
tence  is ,  that  we  trouble  not  them ,  which  from  among 
the  Gentiles  are  turned  unto  God.  But  that  we  write 
unto  them ,  that  they  abftain  from  pollutions  of  idols , 
and  from  fornication ,  and  from  things  fir  angled ',  and 
from  blood.  And  then  he  adds  the  reafon  ;  for  Mo¬ 
pes  of  old  hath  in  every  city  them  that  preach  him,  be¬ 
ing  read  in  the  fynagogues  every  Jabbath-day . 

I  muft  here  appeal  again  to  the  judgment  of  my 
reader,  whether  this  reafon  affigned  here  by  St. 
James  be  a  proof  that  this  decree  was  directed  to 
the  idolatrous  or  the  profelyted  Gentiles  ?  If  it  be  fup- 
pofed  to  refer  to  the  idolatrous  Gentiles ,  the  force 
of  it  will  run  thus,  as  our  author  explains  it, 
p.  41.  c  There  is  no  neceffity  of  writing  to  any 
*  Jewifh  convert,  or  to  any  profelyte  convert  to 
£  chriftianity,  to  abftain  from  thefe  things  ;  be- 
£  caufe  all  that  are  admitted  into  the  fynagogues 
c  (as  the  profelytes  were)  know  all  thefe  things 
i  fufficiently  already’.  What  did  they  know? 
Did  they  know  that  they  were  not  to  be  circum- 
cifed,  and  were  not  to  obferve  any  of  the  law  of 
Mofes ,  except  the  prohibitions  herein  fpecify’d? 
Was  not  this  the  very  queftion,  about  which  the 
debate  arofe,  and  the  decree  was  made  ?- 
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But,  if  this  decree  be  fuppofed  to  be  dire&ed  to  the 
projected  Gentiles,  the  reafon.  affigned  at  the  end  of 
it  will  bear  an  eafy,  and  a  natural  interpretation. 
For,  fays  St.  James ,  the  profelytes  of  the  gate,  who 
have  of  old  time  been  admitted  in  the  fynagogues 
and  have  heard  the  law  of  Mofes  read  to  them,  know 
that  they  are  thereby  obliged  to  forbear  from  thefe 
things:  Therefore  let  us  inform  them,  that  if  they 
continue  to  obferve  them  ftili,  they  will  do  well : 
But  that  we  do  not  require  them  to  conform  to  any 
more  of  the  ceremonies  of  the  law  of  Mofes . 

And  therefore  in  the  penning  of  the  decree,  Aids 
xv.  28,  it  is  faid,  It  feemed  good  unto  the  Holy  Ghofi , 
and  to  us ,  to  lay  upon  you  no  greater  burthen ,  than  theje 
necefjary  things. That  is,  thefe  things  which  you  were 
neeefjarily  obliged  to  abftain  from  as  profelytes  of  the 
gate ,  according  to  the  law  of  Mofes .  Which  expo¬ 
sition  agrees  perfedlly  well  with  the  obfervation, 
which  the  learned  Grotius  makes  upon  this  text,  who 
fays,  Eft  I'wdmyMf  vox  pure  Grreca ,  diciturque  de  its  re¬ 
bus  qu£  lege  fieri  oportet.  Dr.  Hammond  like  wife  ob- 
ferves  upon  the  following  verfe,  29.  ^hat  ye  ab¬ 
ftain  from  meat  offered  to  idols ,  and  from  bloody  and 
from  things  ft r angled,  and  from  fornication ,  from  which 
keeping  your  (elves ,  ye  (hall  do  well.  That  ft  din  fill  ee 
ka.vr\i<;  keeping  your  felves,  is  an  expreffion  in  the 
prefent  tenfe,  as  if  this  was  no  new  dire&ion  to  be 
obferved  for  the  future  only,  but  a  direction  for  them 
to  continue  the  forbearance  of  thofe  meats,  which 
they  had  hitherto  abftained  from,  as  profelytes  of 
the  gate. 

And  here  it  may  not  be  improper  to  remark,  that 
this  decree  which  was  made  for  the  Gentile  profelytes 
of  the  gate,  was  entirely  confident  with  the  practice 
of  the  apoftles,  with  regard  to  themfelves  ;  for 
though  they  were  Chriftians,  yet  as  long  as  the  Jew- 
ifh  government  and  temple  fubfifted,  they  went  to 
the  temple  to  pray,  they  kept  the  paffover  *  and  at¬ 
tended  at  Jerufalem  at  the  great  feafts  of  the  year. 
And  not  only  conformed  themfelves,  but  encourag- 
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ed  all  the  Jewifh  Chriftians  likewife  to  conform  to 
the  ceremonial  parts  of  the  Jemfh  law. 

But  although  they  thought  this  was  expedient  for 
them  who  were  Jews,  yet  it  was  far  from  being  their 
opinion,  that  thofe,  who  were  not  Jews,  ought 
to  put  that  yoke  on  their  neck,  which  neither  their 
fathers  nor  they  were  able  to  bear.  Hence  it  was, 
that  Timothy ,  whofe  mother  was  a  Jewefsy  was  cir- 
cumcifed  ;  becaufe  partus  fequitur  ventrem.  But 
Titus ,  whofe  parents  were  Greeks ,  was  not  circum- 
cifed  :  For  as  St.  Paul  fays  to  the  Corinthians  ;  Is 
any  man  called  being  circumcijed. ,  let  him  not  become 
uncircumcifed :  Is  any  called  m  uncircumcifion,  let  him 
not  be  circumcifed :  And  in  the  9th  chap,  he  fays, 
unto  the  Jews  I  became  as  a  Jew ,  that  I  might  gain  the 
Jews :  T 0  them  that  are  under  the  law ,  (or  to  the 
Gentile  profelytes  of  the  gate)  as  under  the  law ,  that  I 
might  gam  them  that  are  under  the  law  :  To  them  that 
are  without  law ,  ( or  to  the  idolatrous  Gentiles')  as  with¬ 
out  law-,  that  I  might  gain  them ,  that  are  without  law . 

When  therefore  the  queftion  was  ftarted,  what 
part  of  the  Jewifh  ceremonial  law  the  Gentile  profe¬ 
lytes  of  the  gate  fhould  be  obliged  to  conform  to 
on  their  becoming  Chriftians  ?  The  anfwer  is  plain. 

Let  them  not  be  obliged  to  any  others  than  they  were 
before  they  became  Chriftians  ;  but  while  they  are 
under  the  law ,  that  is,  during  the  continuance  of  the 
Jewifh  temple  and  Sanedrim ,  let  them  behave  them- 
felves  as  perfons  under  the  law. 

And  that  thefe  were  Gentile  profelytes  of  the  gate , 
about  whom  this  queftion  was  moved,  is  furthe? 
manifeft  from  the  argument  which  St.  Peter  makes 
ufe  of  in  the  debate,  Afts  xv.  7.  where  he  fays,  that 
God  made  choice  among  us ,  that  the  Gentiles  by  my 
mouth  ftoould  hear  the  word  of  the  gofpef  and  believe. 
And  it  is  remarkable,  that  St.  James  makes  ufe  of 
this  fpeech  of  St.  Peter’s ,  as  the  preface,  and  intro- 
duffion  to  the  decree.  Now  that  the  perfons  here¬ 
in  alluded  to,  were  Gentile  profelytes  of  the  gate, 
plainly  appears  from  the  defcription,  given  of  them 


in  the  ioth  chap,  of  the  A  fils.  That  there  was  a  cer¬ 
tain  man  in  Caefarea,  called  Cornelius,  a  Centurion ,  a 
devout  man ,  and  one  that  [eared  God  with  all  his 
houfe:  which  gave  much  alms  to  the  people ,  and  prayed 
to  God  alway ;  which  defcription  will  hardly  agree 
with  an  idolatrous  Gentile ,  but  is  very  fuitable  to  a 
profelyte  of  the  gate. 

And  indeed,  unlefs  this  interpretation  be  allowed 
of,  I  know  not  how  to  reconcile  the  account  which 
St.  Paul  gives  of  himfelf  in  the  2d  chap,  to  the  Gala¬ 
tians  ^  with  the  account  which  St.  Luke  gives  of  him 
in  the  15th  chap,  of  the  Afts.  St.  Luke  fays,  when 
Barnabas  and  Paul  were  fent  up  to  Jerufalem ,  about 
the  determination  of  this  queftion,  that  they  palled 
through  Phoenice  and  Samaria ,  declaring  the  con- 
verfion  of  the  Gentiles .  And,  that  when  they 
were  come  to  Jerufalem ,  they  were  received  of  the 
church ,  and  of  the  apoflles  and  elders  ;  and  that  all 
the  multitude  kept  filence  and  gave  audience  to  Bar¬ 
nabas  and  Paul,  declaring  the  wonders  God  had 
wrought  among  the  Gentiles :  "Whereas  when  St. 
Paul  gives  an  account  of  the  converfion  of  the  Gen- 
tiles ,  in  his  letter  to  the  Galatians ,  he  fays,  that 
when  he  went  up  to  Jerufalem  and  communicated 
unto  them  that  gofpel  which  he  preached  among 
the  Gentiles ,  he  did  it  privately  or  feverally  one  by  one, 
as  the  original  word  denotes,  to  thole  who  were  of 
reputation.  Now  fince  it  is  impoflible,  that  the 
time  mentioned  in  the  2d  chap,  of  the  Galatians ,  of 
St.  Paul's  being  at  Jerufalem ,  could  be  before  that 
mentioned  Acts  15,  as  will  manifeftly  appear  to  any 
one  who  will  but  confult  the  hiftory  of  St.  Paul's 
life;  there  is  but  one  way  of  reconciling  thefe  ac¬ 
counts,  and  that  is  by  fuppofing,  that  the  converfi¬ 
on  of  the  Gentiles  which  he publickly  declared  was  the 
converfion  of  the  Gentiles ,  who  beforehand  had 
been  profelytes  of  the  gate.  Whereas  that  gofpel, 
•which  he  preached  to  the  Gentiles ,  but  communi¬ 
cated  privately  to  ihofe  who.  were  of  reputation ,  was  the 
,  gofpel,  which  he  preached  fame  time  after  to  the 
.idolatrous  Gentiles ,  And 
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And  indeed,  if  we  were  to  confult  only  our 
reafon,  and  had  no  further  light  from  the  hiftory  of 
the  Bible,  wou’d  it  not  be  reafonable  to  believe, 
that  when  the  gofpel  of  Chrift  had  been  publifhed 
to  the  Jews,  and  confined  to  them  ;  that  the  firft 
Gentile  converts  fhould  be  thofe,  who  were  half  Jews7 
who  believed  in  the  fame  God,  and  were  admitted 
to  the  fynagogues,  where  the  apoftles  always  took 
an  opportunity  of  preaching  to  the  Jews  ?  Is  it  not, 
I  fay,  more  reafonable  to  believe,  that  thefe  fhould 
be  the  firft  Gentile  converts,  than  idolatrous  Gentiles  r 
who  had  no  opportunity  of  hearing  the  gofpel  of 
Chrift  preached,  till  fome  apoftles  were  particularly 
commiffioned  to  go  among  them,  and  who  had  an  in¬ 
finitely  greater  number  of  prejudices  to  be  removed  ? 

I  fhall  trouble  my  reader  but  with  one  argument 
more  upon  this  head,  which,  I  apprehend  will  fuf- 
ficiently  confirm  the  truth  of  what  I  have  hitherto 
aliened ;  that  if  this  decree  had  been  intended,  as  a 
rule  for  the  idolatrous  Gentiles ,  St.  Paul ,  when  he 
wrote  to  them  afterwards  upon  any  of  thefe  heads, 
would  certainly  have  taken  notice  of  this  decree  ; 
whereas  he,  on  the  contrary,  permits  them  not  on¬ 
ly  to  eat  all  forts  of  meat,  without  any  exception 
either  of  things  ftrangled,  or  of  blood,  but  alfo 
things  offered  to  idols.  Thus  in  his  epiftle  to  the 
Romans ,  he  fays,  That  nothing  is  unclean  of  it f elf  hut 
to  him  that  efteemeth  it  uncle  an ,  it  is  unclean.  He 
therefore  warneth  them  to  forbear  eating  any  par¬ 
ticular  meats,  when  it  may  give  offence  to  any  one, 
whom  he  calleth  weak.  And  when  he  is  talking 
of  meats  offered  to  idols,  he  is  fo  far  from  forbid- 
ing  them  to  eat  it,  that  he  allows  them  to  do  it  evert 
in  the  temple  of  an  idol ;  provided  it  be  not  done, 
fo  as  to  give  offence  to  any  weak  brethren,  or  by 
way  of  devotion  paid  to  the  idol.  His  words  upon 
this  head  to  the  Corinthians  are  very  remarkable.. 
As  concerning  the  eating  thofe  things  that  are  offered  in 
facrifice  unto  idols ,  we  know  that  an  idol  is  nothing  in 
the  world  j  howbeit  there  is  not  in  every  man  that  know - 
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ledge ;  for  fame ,  with  conjcience  of  tie  idol  unto  this 
hour ,  eat  it  as  a  thing  offered  unto  an  idol ;  and  their 
conjcience  being  weak  is  defiled :  But  meat  commend eth 
us  not  to  God :  for  neither  if  we  eat  are  we  better  3  nei¬ 
ther  if  we  eat  not  are  we  worje .  But  take  heed  left  by 
any  means  this  liberty  of  yours  become  a  ftumbling-block 
to  them  that  are  weak,  for  if  any  man  fee  thee  which 
haft  knowledge ,  fit  at  meat  in  the  idol’s  temple,  jhall  not 
the  conjcience  of  him ,  which  is  weak ,  be  emboldened  to 
eat  ihoje  things,  which  are  offered  to  idols  3  that  is,  to 
eat  them  by  way  of  offering  to  an  idol 3  where  we 
may  take  notice,  that  St.  Paul  allows,  that  a  man 
who  hath  knowledge ,  may  fit  at  meat  in  the  idofs 
temple 3  and  only  prohibits  their  eating  meat  offered 
to  idols,  when  it  may  give  offence  to  weak  brethren. 
And  in  the  ioth  chap,  he  fays,  whatfaever  is  fold  in  the 
fhambles,  that  eat,  a  filing  no  queftion  for  confidence  fake  \ 
for  the  earth  is  the  Lord's  and  the  fullnefs  thereof.  If  any 
of  them  that  believe  not,  bid  you  to  ajeajt,  and  ye  be  difpoft 
ed  to  go  \  whatfaever  is  fit  before  you  eat,  afking  no  queftion 
for  confidence  fake.  But  if  any  man  fay  unto  you,  this 
is  offered  in  facriftce  to  idols,  eat  not  for  his  fake  that 
fbewed  it,  and  for  confidence  fake  :  confidence  1  fay,  not 
thine  own,  but  of  the  others.  Here  is  no  mention 
made  of  the  decree  3  on  the  contrary,  here  is  a  pofi- 
tive  command,  when  a  Heathen  bids  you  to  a  feaft, 
that  you  eat,  whatfoever  is  fet  before  you,  afking  no 
queftion  3  and  only  prohibits  them  from  eating  of 
meats  offered  to  idols,  when  it  may  offend  the  con- 
fcience  of  other  people:  and  puts  it  on  a  level  with 
eating  any  kind  of  meat  even  the  moft  innocent. 
For,  fays  he,  in  the  conclufion  of  the  8th  chapter^ 
Wherefore  if  meat  make  my  brother  to  offend,  I  will  not 
eat  flefh  while  the  world  ftandeth,  left  I  make  my  bro¬ 
ther  to  offend.  And  in  the  conclufion  of  the  ioth 
chap,  he  fays,  Whether  therefore  ye  eat,  or  drink ,  of 
whatjoever  you  do,  do  all  to  the  glory  God.  Give  no 
offence,  neither  to  the  Jew ,  nor  to  the  Gentile,  nor  to 
the  church  of  God.  Even  as  1  pleafi  all  men  in  all 
things,  not  fa  eking  mine  own  profit,  but  the  profit  of  many, 
that  they  may  be  faved.  This 
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This  is  as  ftrong  and  plain  a  proof,  as  any  argu¬ 
ment  can  be,  that  the  decree,  mentioned  in  the  Actsy 
was  not  intended  for  the  direftion  of  the  idolatrous 
Gentiles .  St.  Paul  was  the  perfon  fent  to  Jerufalem 
from  Antioch  to  confult  the  apoftles.  St.  Paul  was 
the  perfon  fent  back  with  the  decree  to  Antioch.  St. 
Paul  writes  afterwards  to  the  idolatrous  Gentiles  about 
abftaining  from  particular  meats,  and  efpecially 
meats  offered  to  idols;  he  takes  no  notice  of  the  de¬ 
cree,  but  gives  them  leave  to  eat  all  forts  of  meat 
without  exception,  even  in  a  heathen  temple ;  and 
only  requires  them  not  to  abufe  this  liberty  by  giv¬ 
ing  offence  to  weak  brethren. 

I  fhall  therefore  take  it  for  granted,  that  this  de¬ 
cree  was  dire&ed  to  thofe  Gentiles ,  who  were  profe- 
lytes  of  the  gate ,  and  who  were,  by  the  law  of  Mofer 
obliged  to  abftain  from  meat  offered  to  idols,  from 
things  ftrangled,  and  from  blood.  And  then  I  fhall 
only  afk  this  plain  queftion,  how  does  this  prohibi¬ 
tion  affeft  us? 

As  to  the  reafon,  why  fornication,  which  is  an  of¬ 
fence  againft  the  law  of  nature,  fhou’dbe  added  in 
and  joined  along  with  things  in  their  own  nature  in¬ 
different,  but  as  they  were  forbiden  by  the  Jem(h 
ceremonial  law:  The  reafon  for  this  is,  I  own,  con- 
ieflural. 

That  tho'  fornication  is  an  offence  againft  the  law 
of  nature,  when  ftriftly  and  impartially  confider- 
ed,  yet  the  Gentiles  did  not  acknowledge  it  fuch, 
as  may  plainly  appear  to  any  one,  who  either  reads 
Te  rence ,  or  Horace ,  or  Cicero  ;  where  though  adul¬ 
tery  is  allowed  to  be  a  crime,  yet  fornication  is  not 
efteemed  to  be  one.  1  am  not  certain,  whether  it 
was  not  as  lightly  thought  of  by  the  Jews.  1  don't 
find  the  word  fornication  ufed  in  the  old  teftament 
but  in  one  chap,  of  Ezekiel,  and  then  it  rather  feems 
to  allude  to  idolatry,  which  is  often  in  the  old  tefta¬ 
ment  denoted  by  the  words  whoredom  and  adultery. 
And  that  which  makes  this  reafoning  the  fironger, 
is,  that  there  is  no  other  offence  againft  the  law  of 
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nature  mentioned  in  this  decree,  Becaufe  that  al¬ 
though  both  Jews  and  Gentiles  might  frequently 
offend  againft  them,  yet  they  knew  them  to  be 

crimes.  Whereas  this  was  a  crime*  which  was  off 
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ten  committed,  perhaps  without  their  imagining  it 
to  be  one.  The  adding  therefore  of  fornication 
in  the  decree,  feems  to  be  entirely  prudential  in  the 
apoftles.  And  what  adds  to  the  force  of  the  former 
reafoning,  and  fhewsthat  this  decree  was  intended 
only  for  thofe  Gentiles ,  who  were  profelytes  of  the 
gate,  is,  that  St.  Paul,  when  he  is  writing  to  the 
Gentiles ,  converted  from  idolatry,  and  warning  them 
againft  fornication,  never  once  takes  notice  of  this 
decree  ;  but  mentions  it  as  an  offence  againft  the 
law  of  nature.  And  writing  to  the  Galatians ,  he 
joins  it  with  adultery,  uncle  annefs, lafcivioufnefs,  idolatry, 
witchcraft ,  hatred ,  variance ,  emulation ,  wrath ,  firife, 
f editions ,  herefies ,  envyings ,  murders ,  drunkennefs, 
revel  lings,  and  fuch  like. 

I  have  now  done  with  this  fubjecf  ;  and  if  this 
paper  does  contribute  to  quiet  the  minds  of  any  of 
thofe  who  were  doubtful  about  the  lawfulness  of 
eating  of  blood,  I  attain  the  end,  which  I  propoff 
ed  in  writing  it.  All  that  I  attempted  was  to  put 
this  argument,  which  Dr.  Hammond  has  but  flightly 
touched  upon,  in  an  eafy  and  full  light ;  and  have 
defignedly  been  as  Ihort,  as  I  poffibly  could.  And 
fhall  add  no  more,  but  join  with  the  author  be¬ 
fore  me,  in  quoting  the  words  of  St.  Paul ,  Let  not 
him  that  eateth ,  defpife  him  that  eateih  not :  and  let  not 
him  which  eateth  not ,  judge  him  that  eateth.  I  am  ve¬ 
ry  fenfible,  that  men  of  great  abili  ties,  learning,  and 
integrity  may  differ  in  opinion  from  me  ;  and  per¬ 
haps  the  more  on  account  of  all  thofe  qualifications, 
.{live  only  their  integrity  :  but  I  hope  they  will  allow 
that  men  of  integrity  at  leaft,  may  differ  alfo  in  opi¬ 
nion  from  them. 
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THE  author  of  thetwo  differtations  about  blood, 
in  that  part  of  his  differtaion,  where  he  fays, 
p.  4 6.  4  Now  this  tranfaftion  at  Antioch  happened 
4  feven  years  before  the  decree  againft  blood  and 
4  things  ftrangled  was  paffed  by  the  apoftles  at  Jeru~ 
4  falem  f  is  fo  unfortunate,  in  my  apprehenfion,  as 
to  labour  under  two  miftakes.  The  firft  of  which  is 
indeed  rather  an  inadvertency  than  a  miftake,  in 
not  diltinguifhing  between  this  Antioch  in  Pi fi diet , 
where  St.  Paul  is  faid  to  preach  to  the  Gentiles  in  the 
fynagogue  of  the  Jews,  mentioned  Acts  xiii,  and 
Antioch  in  Code- Syria,  from  whence  he  had  been  fent 
by  the  Holy  Ghoft  to  the  converfion  of  the  Gentiles , 
for  by  not  attending  to  this  neceffary  diftinfHon  be¬ 
tween  two  cities  of  the  fame  name,  he  calls  Antioch 
in  Pifidia ,  where  this  tranfaclion  happened,  that 
ample  city ,  p.  45.  and  fays,  that  4  the  Jews  them- 
4  felves  were  but  an  handful,  compared  to  the  reft  of 
4  the  inhabitants  of  that  great  city  for  which  I  can¬ 
not  find  that  he  has  any  authority  in  hiitory;  but  thefe 
deferiptions  may  very  well  be  applied  to  Antioch  in 
Ccele-Syria ,  which  indeed  may  be  called  a  great  and 
an  ample  city ,  and  its  inhabitants  allowed  to  be 
very  numerous.  The  fecond  miftake  is  of  greater 
confequence,  where  he  fays,  that  this  tranfa&ion  at 
Antioch  happened  feven  years  before  the  decree  againft 
blood.  He  is  led  into  this  miftake  by  fuppofing  that 
the  time  of  St.  Paul's  being  at  Jem  falem,  mentioned 
Ads  xv.  is  the  fame  with  his  being  at  JeruJalem , 
mentioned  Galatians  ii.  In  this  error  I  muft,  how¬ 
ever,  acknowledge,  that  he  is  fupported  by  very 
great  authority ;  by  the  authority  of  Archbifhop 
Ujber ,  Bifhop  Pear  fori.  Grot  ins,  and  almoft  every 
body,  that  has  hitherto  wrote  upon  the  fubjedh  I 
declined  taking  nptice  of  this  miftake  in  the  body  of 
my  anfwer  to  his  differtations ;  becaufe  I  had  no 
mind  to  interrupt  the  thread  of  my  reafoning,  by  a 
critical  differtation  in  vindication  of  my  own  opini¬ 
on  j  for  which*  I  apprehended^  it  yvoifd  be  neceff 
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fary  to  affign  my  reafons,  when  I  prefumed  to  dif¬ 
fer  from  fuch  a  number  of  very  learned  writers. 

The  reafons  which  have  milled  fo  many  great 
men  into  this  miftake,  were  probably  thefe.  Firft, 
that  St.  Paul  mentions  in  the  2-d  of  Galatians,  that  he 
then  communicated  to  the  apoftles  that  doctrine* 
which  he  preached  among  the  Gentiles .  Whereas 
this  was  manifeftly  his  errand,  when  he  was  fent 
up  from  Antioch  to  Jerufalem ,  to  confult  the  apoftles, 
whether  the  Gentile  converts  fhou’d  be  circumcifed, 
as  is  fully  related  in  the  1  yth  chap,  of  the  Acls. 

Secondly,  that  in  the  2d  chap,  of  the  epiftle  to  the 
Galatians ,  St.  Paul  declares  he  went  up  to  Jerufalem 
in  company  with  Barnabas  and  Titus.  Now  it  ap¬ 
pears,  that  Paul  and  Barnabas  parted  foon  after  their 
return  from  Jerufalem  to  Antioch ,  on  a  difpute  about 
Mark ,  who  was  Barnabas's  filter’s  fon.  And  there¬ 
fore  it  is  concluded  that  this  journey,  mentioned 
Galatians  the  ad,  muft  be  fome  time  before  the  dif- 
fenfion,  which  happened  between  them.  And  fince 
the  chronology  of  St.  Paul's  life,  will  not  allow  it 
to  be  before  the  time  of  the  tranfa&ion  mentioned 
Acls  the  15th,  they  have  therefore  unanimoully  a- 
greed  to  fix  them  both  to  the  fame  period  of  time. 

As  to  the  firft  of  thefe  arguments,  I  apprehend 
that  there  are  proofs  to  be  drawn  from  the  very 
circumftances  of  thefe  fafts,  as  they  are  related  in 
the  15th  chap,  of  the  AAs,  and  the  2d  of  the  Gal 
fufficient  to  convince  any  perfon,  that  thefe  tranfa&i- 
ons  cou’d  not  poffibly  be  at  the  fame  time.  For  firft 
it  is  faidin  the  iyth  chap,  of  the  Afls,  That  as  Paul 
and  Barnabas  went  to  Jerufalem  through  Phenice  and 
Samaria^  they  declared  the  converfion  of  the  Gentiles , 
and  that  when  they  were  come  to  Jerufalem ,  they 
were  received  of  the  church ,  and  of  the  apoftles,  and 
elders.  And  that  all  the  multitude  kept  lilence,  and 
gave  audience  to  Barnabas  and  Paul  declaring  what 
miracles  and  wonders  God  had  wrought  among  the 
Gentiles .  Whereas  in  that  account,  which  St.  Paul 
gives,  of  himfelf  in  the  2d  chap,  of  the  Galatians , 
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he  fays,  that  when  he  came  to  Jernfalem ,  he  com* 
municated  unto  them  that  gofpel  which  he  preach¬ 
ed  among  the  Gentiles ,  but  privately  and  only  to  them 
that  were  of  reputation helikewife  fays,  that  he  went 
up  this  time  by  revelation ;  whereas  it  is  manifeft, 
when  he  went  up  from  Antioch ,  as  mentioned  Afts  the 
iyth,  that  he  was  fent  up  by  the  church  at  Antioch , 
on  purpofe  to  confult  the  apoftles  at  Jerufalem.  Which 
accounts  are  fo  exceeding  different,  that  one  cannot 
well  imagine  the  tranfa&ions  referred  to  by  them 
could  happen  at  the  fame  time  of  St.  Paul' s  being  at 
Jernfalem. 

As  to  the  other  reafon,  which  is  afligned  to  prove 
thefe  tranfa&ions  to  be  the  fame,  becaufe  it  is  faid 
in  Gal  the  2d,  that  Barnabas  went  up  along  with 
Paul  to  Jerufalem :  This  indeed,  has  fome  weight  in 
it,  and  wou’d  be  of  great  force,  if  it  could  not  be 
fhewed  from  other  circumftances,  that  thefe  two 
tranfadlions  could  not  poffibly  have  happened  at  the 
fame  time.  For  then  we  muftfuppofe,that  although 
thefe  two  apoftles  feparated  from  each  other  at  An¬ 
tioch,  and  took  different  routs  in  their  progrefs  to  the 
Gentiles',  yet  as  they  made  frequent  returns  to  Jerufa¬ 
lem ,  at  the  great  feafts  of  the  year,  it  is  not  improba¬ 
ble,  that  they  might  afterwards  meet  upon  the  road, 
and  fo  go  to  Jerufalem  in  company  together. 

I  fhall  now  therefore  proceed  to  fhew,  from 
the  hiftory  and  chronology  of  St.  Paul's  life,  that 
thefe  two  tranfa&ions  could  not  poffibly  have  hap¬ 
pened  at  the  fame  time. 

And  this  I  propofe  to  do  by  fhewing,  that  one  of 
them  was  before  St.  Paul's  journey  to  Corinth  ;  and 
that  the  other  could  not  be  till  near  two  years  after¬ 
wards;  from  whence  it  will  appear,  that  there  could 
not  have  intervened  above  three  years,  from  the  time 
of  St.  Paul's  preaching  at  Antioch ,  to  the  time  of  the 
making  the  decree  againft  eating  of  blood,  pfc. 

In  the  fir-ft-chap.  of  St.  Paul's  epiftle  to  the  Galati - 
iians ,  he  fays,  that  upon  his  converfion  he  confer'd 
■not  with  flejh  and  blood  ;  neither  went  up  to  Jerufalem^ 
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to  them  that  were  apoftles  before  him ;  but  went  into- 
Arabia,  and  returned  again  unto  Damafcus.  Then  af¬ 
ter  three  years,  fays  he,  I  went  up  to  J  erufalem  to 
fee  Peter,  and  abode  with  him  fifteen  days .  And  in 
the  2d  chap,  of  the  Galatians ,  he  fays,  then  four¬ 
teen  years  after  1  went  up  again  to  Jerufalem  with 
Barnabas,  and  took  Titus  along  with  me  alfo.  From 
whence  it  is  manifeft,  that  this  journey  to  Jerufa¬ 
lem  could  not  be  till  upwards  of feventeen  years  after 
the  converfion  of  St.  Paul. 

St.  Pad  is  allowed  on  all  hands,  to  have  been  con¬ 
verted  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  35,  that  is,  about 
two  years  after  the  death  of  our  Saviohr;  to  which 
if  you  add  upwards  of  three  years,  which  St.  Paul 
fpent  before  he  went  to  Jerufalem ,  where  he  went, 
fays  bifhop  Pearfon, towards  the  latter  end  of  the  year, 
this  will  bring  us  to  the  latter  end  of  the  year  38  ; 
to  which  if  you  add  14  years  more,  which  he  reck¬ 
ons  before  the  time  of  this  tranfadlion,  this  will  car¬ 
ry  us  on  to  the  beginning  of  the  year  53. 

Having  thus  fixed  the  period  of  time,  in  which 
St.  Paul  went  up  to  Jerufalem ,  as  mentioned  in  the 
fecond  chap,  of  the  Galatians ,  let  us  now  fee,  if  we 
can  alfo  fix  the  time  of  the  tranfaftion  mentioned  in 
the  15th  chap,  of  the  Ads.  And  this  we  fhall  be 
be  ft  able  to  perform,  by  looking  a  little  into  the  life 
of  St.  Paul ;  and  enquiring  into  fomeofthe  remark¬ 
able  tranfa&ions  of  his  life  ;  which  may  furnilh  us 
with  feme  certain  aera,  whereby  we  fiiall  be  able 
to  determine  this  affair. 

Jn  the  lyth  chap,  of  th eActs,  it  is  faid,  that  Paul 
and  Barnabas  returned  from  Jerufalem  to  Antioch 4 
and  that  upon  a  contention,  which  happened  be¬ 
tween  them  about  Mark,  they  departed  afunder  one 
from  the  other:  And  jo  Barnabas  took  Mark,  and 
faded  unto  Cyprus  ;  And  Paul  chofe  Silas,  and 
departed \  and  went  through  Syria,  and  Cilicia. 
Then  came  to  *  Derbe  and  Lystra.  And  when  he¬ 
ir  ad  gone  through  Ph r  i  g  i  a,  and  the  region  of  Ga  l  a- 
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t  i  a,  faffing  by  My  si  a,  they  came  down  to  Troas. 
And  from  Troas  they  came  with  a  ft freight  courfe  to 
Sam  o  thracia,  and  the  next  day  to  Ne  a  p  o  l  i  s  ;  and 
from  thence  to  Ph  i  l  l  i  p p  i .  f  And  when  they  depart¬ 
ed ,  and  had  puffed  through  Amphipol  is,  and  Ap  o  l  - 
lonia,  they  came  to  Thess  aloniga.  And  the 
brethren  fent  away  Paul  and  Silas  ly  night  to 
Beroea,  from  whence  the  brethren  conducted  Paul, 
and  brought  him  unto  Athens.  And  from  Athens 
Paul  went  to  Corinth  j  and  found  a  certain  Jew 
named  Aqu  i  l  a,  lately  come  from  Italy  with  his  wife 
Priscilla  ;  hecaufe  that  Claudius  had  command¬ 
ed  all  Jews  to  depart  from  Rome#. 

Here  we  may  flop  ;  becaufe  this  is  a  period  of 
time,  which  if  we  can  fix,  it  will  greatly  help  to 
determine  this  queftion. 

Helvicus  in  his  chronology  fays,  that  Paul  came  to 
Athens  in  the  9 th  year  of  Claudius ;  which  is  corres¬ 
pondent  to  the  yo th  year  of  the  Chriftian  JEra .  And 
O'roftus  fays  that  it  was  in  the  gth  year  of  Claudius  Cffar 
that  the  Jews  were  banifhed  out  of  Rome  ;  and  for 
this  he  quotes  Jofephus  and  Suetonius :  Though  I  do 
not  find  from  his  quotation  out  of  them,  that  he 
had  fufficient  grounds  for  his  affertion.  Suetonius  in¬ 
deed  does  mention,  that  the  Jews  were  banifhed  out 
of  Rome  in  the  reign  of  Claudius  Ctefaiy  but  does  not 
mention  the  time,  nor  is  it  poffible  to  fix  it  from  his 
account  of  it,  who  only  barely  mentions  the  matter 
of  fact:  As  to  Jofephus ,  he  does  not  mention  the 
banifhing  of  the  Jews  at  all  in  the  time  of  Claudius. 
Nor  does  Dion  Caffms  or  ’Tacitus  take  any  notice  of 
it ;  from  whence  it  may  be  concluded,  that  it  was 
not  by  order  of  the  Senate ,  but  only  of  Claudius  Ctefaiy 
that  the  Jews  were  banifhed.  We  muft  therefore 
try  if  we  can  by  any  circumftances  in  the  hiftory 
of  thofe  times  fix  the  precife  period  of  this  tranfafiion. 

Now  if  we  look  into  the  hiftory  of  the  Jews  we 
fhall  find,  that  when  Cumanus  was  governor  of 
Judnea ,  there  happened  feveral  difturbances  in  that 
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country,  which  might  have  given  occafion  to  Clau¬ 
dius's  indignation  againft  them :  One  of  which  was 
this,  X  ^at  at  the  time  of  the  paffover  feveral  of  the 
Jews,  at  a  {mail  diftance  from  the  city,  fet  upon  one 
Steven ,  who  was  Claudius  Ccefar's  fervant,  and  robb’d 
him :  Soon  after  this  there  likewife  happened  a  diff 
pute  between  the  Samaritans  and  feme  of  the  Jews  of 
Galilee ,  as  they  were  going  up  to  the  paffover  at 
Jerufalem ,  in  which  fray  a  great  number  of  the 
GaliUans  were  murthered ;  in  revenge  of  which  the 
GaliUans  afterwards  burnt  feveral  of  the  villages  of 
the  Samaritans ;  upon  which  Cumanus  took  a  compa¬ 
ny  of  the  foldiers  of  Sebcifte ,  with  four  bands  of  foot¬ 
men,  and  having  armed  the  Samaritans  likewife,  he 
marched  againft  the  Jews,  many  of  whom  he  flew, 
and  led  more  away  prifoners.  In  this  conteft  Tacitus 
takes  notice,  that  feveral  of  the  Roman  foldiers  were 
killed.  His  words  are  f  Cumanus  &  Felix, 
glijeente  pernicie,  cum  arma  militum  inter jecijjeni ,  cafi 
milites ;  arfijfetque  hello  provincia ,  ni  Quadrat  us  SyrU 
rector  fubvenifjet,  It  is  therefore  probable,  upon 
Cum  anus's  reprefen  tation  of  this  affair,  in  his  letter 
to  Cafar,  which  the  governors  of  provinces  always 
fent  to  give  an  account  of  every  thing  that  happen¬ 
ed  extraordinary  in  their  governments,  that  Claudius 
in  revenge  for  the  injury  done  the  Romans  by  kill¬ 
ing  the  foldiers,  and  the  affront  paffed  upon  himfelf 
by  the  robbery  of  his  fervant,  might  at  that  time 
banifh  the  Jews  out  of  the  city  of  Rome.  "Where 
we  may  remark,  that  it  was  for  a  lefs  criminal  fact 
than  this,  with  regard  to  the  Romans  that  the  Jews 
were  banifhed  the  city  of  Rome  in  the  time  of  Tibe¬ 
rius  ;  *  only  becaufe  four  Jews  had  confpired  to 
cheat  Fulvia ,  a  lady  of  diftinftion  in  Rome,  of  fome 
purple  and  gold,  that  fhe  was  fending  a  prefent 
to  the  temple  of  Jerufalem, 

Agrippa  the  Great  died  in  the  Agio  year  of  Claudius  ; 
and  he  was  fo  great  a  favourite  to  the  time  of  his 

death, 

£  Jof  Ant.  1.  20,  c.  4,  5.  Tacit  An,  L  12,  c.  34. 

*  jolt  Ant.  lib.  .18,  c.  4.. 


[  33  3 

death,  that  it  is  not  probable,  the  Jews  were  banifli- 
ed  during  his  life.  This  then  is  the  only  time,  that 
can  probably  be  affign’d  for  Claudius  CafaPs  difplea- 
fure  againft  the  Jews,  being  the  only  accident  that 
happened  in  his  reign,  that  could  excite  his  difplea- 
fure  againft  them 3  lor  it  is  manifeft  that  they  were 
not  long  after  received  again  into  favour,  f  when 
Claudius  C<ejar,  upon  the  interceffion  of  young  Agrip- 
pa ,  took  particular  cognizance  of  this  affair  3  and 
upon  hearing  the  matter  fairly  on  both  Tides,  found 
that  the  Samaritans  were  the  firft  authors  of  all  thofe 
mifchiefs 3  upon  which  he  caufed  thofe  to  be  put  to 
death,  who  had  come  to  accufe  the  Jews  3  and  ba- 
niihed  Cumanus  3  and  ordered  Celer ,  who  was  one 
of  the  officers  under  Cumanus ,  to  be  fent  back  to 
Jerufalem,  and  there  in  the  fight  of  all  the  people  to 
be  dragged  about  the  city  till  he  died. 

Cumanus  was  made  governor  of  Jud<ea  in  the  yth 
year  of  the  reign  of  Claudius .  Bifhop  Pearjon  in  his 
Annales  Paulini  fays,  that  Cumanus  was  not  made  pro¬ 
curator  of  Jud<ea,  till  after  the  death  of  Herod  King 
of  Chains,  who  died  in  the  8th  year  of  Claudius  C<efar: 
He  does  not  mention  his  authority  for  this  3  but  I 
fuppofe  it  is  from  a  paffagein  the  11th  chap,  of  the  fe- 
cond  book  of  Jofephus  de  Bel.  Jud.  where  he  fays, 
after  the  death  of  Herod,  who  reigned  in  Chains , 
Claudius  gave  Agrippa,  the  fon  of  Agrippa  the  great , 
his  uncle’s  kingdom:  But  Cumanus  undertook  the 
government  of  the  other  province  after  Alexander. 
And  as  Jofephus  in  his  Antiquities  pofitively  affirms 
that  Herod  king  of  Chains  died  in  the  8th  year  of 
Claudius  Ctffar,  this  I  fuppofe  is  the  occafion  of  the 
affertion  in  bifhop  Pearfon :  But  as  this  treatife  of 
the  Wars  of  the  Jews  is  only  an  extra#  out  of  his 
Antiquities  of  the  Jews ,  as  far  as  relates  to  their 
wars,  Jofephus  may  be  allow’d  to  be  lefs  exa#  in  any 
particular  that  we  meet  therein,  which  does  not  im¬ 
mediately  refer  to  their  wars,  than  he  is  in  his 
Antiquities.  Nov/  if  we  confult  Ills  Antiquities 
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about  this  affair,  wefhall  find  tha t  Cumanus  fucceeded  Alex¬ 
ander  before  the  death  of  Herod.  For  there  he  fays,  *  after 
Tiberius  Alexander  fucceeded  Cumanus  y  and  Herod ,  who  was 
brother  to  king  Agrippa  the  great,  died  in  the  8th  year  of 
the  reign  of  Claudius  Cxfar.  From  whence  it  appears,  that 
Cum  anus  was  made  governor  of  Judxa  before  the  death  of 
Herod  king  of  Chalets ,  rather  than  after  it  5  and  although 
this  pafiage  in  Jofephus  does  not  abfolutely  prove,  but  that 
Cumanus  might  be  made  governor  of  Judxa,  in  the  begin- 
ning  of  the  fame  year  in  which  Herod  died  ;  yet  I  chufe  to 
place  it  in  the  7  th  year  of  Claudius  ;  becaufe  Orofius  in  the 
life  of  Claudius ,  and  Eufebius  in  his  Chronicon,  and  Helvi- 
cus  in  his  Chronology  agree  with  me  therein,  and  I  find  no 
reafon  from  Jofephus ,  or  any  other  author  to  differ  from  them. 

Now  though  we  fuppofe  that  Cumanus  was  made  gover¬ 
nor  of  Judxa  in  the  7th  year  of  Claudius  Cxfar ,  yet  this  dif- 
turbance  which  happened  in  Jewry ,  being  at  the  time 
of  the  paffover,  cou’d  not  well  be  till  the  year  follow¬ 
ing  at  the  fooneft,  which  wou'd  be  in  the  8th  year  of  the 
reign  of  Claudius  ;  but  I  will  defer  it  a  year  further,  and  fup- 
pofe  it  to  happen  at  the  paffover,  which  was  in  the  9th  year 
of  Claudius :  And  the  reafon  why  I  defer  it  is  this,  becaufe 
it  is  both  mentioned  by  Jofephus  and  Tacitus ,  that  Numidius 
Quadratus  was  concerned  in  making  up  the  diffenfion  be¬ 
tween  the  Jews  an &  Samaritans-,  and  that  in  order  to  quiet 
them,  he  was  forced  to  put  feveral  on  both  fides  to 
death.  ^  Now  Quadratus  was  made  governor  of  Syria  t  hi 
the  9th  year  of  Claudius  Cxfar.  I  fuppofe,  therefore,  that 
the  foundation  of  this  particular  difturbance,  between  the 
Jews  and  Samaritans ,  happened  at  the  time  of  the  paffover 
in  the  beginning  of  the  9th  year  of  Claudius  Cxfar.  Some 
time  muft  have  paffed  before  the  Jews  and  Samaritans  cou’d 
have  armed  themfelves ;  and  more  time  muft  have  paffed  be¬ 
fore  the  account,  which  Cumanus  fent  of  this  affair  couM 
reach  to  Claudius  Cxfar.  I  will  therefore  fuppofe  it  to  be 
the  latter  end  of  the  year,  before  Claudius  made  the  edidt 
for  banifhing  the  Jews  out  of  I{ome.  It  muft  likewife  be 
lbrne  time  after  the  order,  before  AquilLa  and  Prifciilq 
could  reach  Corinth.  I  fuppofe,  therefore,  it  was  in  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  10th  year  of  Claudius  Cxfar ,  that.  St.  Paul 
met  with  Arjuilla  and  Prifcilla  at  his  coming  to  Corinth 9 
mentioned  ABs  xviii,  where  they  were  but  lately  arrived. 

*  T(fofio)  Ti  Ate^dvTpv  d.fnctlo 

Mufd  tIv  fiiov  'Hp&'Ttit,  0  [xiydhx  T&cL<rt\tco$  Ay  pi  or. Tec 
ct/f A^o^v  ly sfyiw  Ka etvTtx  K euragfif  dpyftff  27 e\.  jfof.  Ant . 

I  c.  4.  f  Hdvicus.  *  Now 
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Now  the  10th  year  of  C Uudius  Ccefar  is  correfpondent  to 
and  coincident  with  the  51  ft  year  of  our  Saviour  Chrift, 
from  which  if  you  dedudl  the  z  years,  which  both  archbifhop 
Vjher  and  bifhop  Pear  fen  allow  St.  Paul  to  have  fpent  in  his 
peregrination  from  Jerufalem  to  his  arrival  at  Corinth,  this 
will  bring  us  back  to  the  beginning  of  the  year  49,  as  the 
year  to  be  afligned  for  the  making  of  the  decree  about  blood 
at  Jerufalem ,  mentioned  APIs  the  15th,  and  which  h  four 
years  fooner  than  the  tranfaeftion  mentioned  in  the  2d  oi 
Galatians  could  poffibly  have  happened. 

Archbifhop  Vfhcr  in  his  Annals  fays,  that  the  million  of 
St.  Paul  to  the  Gentiles ,  which  was  at  Antioch  in  Ccele-Syria , 
mentioned  Afts  the  13th,  happened  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
45.  Bifhop  Pearfon  fays  it  was  in  the  year  44,  but  allows 
him  two  years  afterwards  for  making  his  apoftolical  journey 
through  Seleucia ,  and  Cyprus,  and  Pamphilia ,  See.  in  his  way 
to  Antioch  in  Pifidia ,  where  this  tran faction  happened,  of 
St.  Paul's  preaching  to  the  Gentiles ,  taken  notice  of  by  our 
author  ;  which  brings  us  to  the  year  46,  which  being  de¬ 
duced  from  the  year  49,  leaves  us  but  three  years  at  the 
moft  for  the  fpace  of  time  which  gaffed  between  the  preach¬ 
ing  of  St.  Paul  to  the  Gentiles  at  Antioch ,  and  the  making  of 
the  apoftolical  decree  at  Jerufalem  ;  moft  of  which  time  Sr9 
Paul  fpent  at  Antioch  in  Ccele-Syria,  for  on  his  return  thither, 
it  is  obferved,  APIs  xii.  28,  that  he  abode  there  long  time  with 
the  difciples. 

But  to  proceed.  It  has  been  already  proved,  that  St.  Paul 
came  to  Corinth  in  the  beginning  of  the  year  51.  It  is  faid 
in  the  18th  chap,  of  the  APIs,  That  he  abode  at  Corinth  a 
year  and  fix  months ,  which  will  bring  us  atleaft  to  the  mid¬ 
dle  of  the  year  of  our  Lord  52.  From  thence  he  failed  to¬ 
wards  Syria,  with  AquIla  and  Priscilla.  And  he  came 
to  Ephesus,  and  left  them  there.  And  when  they  defired 
him  to  tarry  loyig  time  with  them ,  he  ccnfented  not.  But 
had  them  farewell,  faying,  1  mufl,  hy  all  means,  keep  this 
Feast  that  cometh  in  Jerusalem.  So  he  failed  from  Ephe¬ 
sus,  and  landed  at  Cjesarea,  and  went  up  and  fainted  the 
Church. 

Now  this  feaft,  which  St.  Paul  fays  he  muft  by  all  means 
keep  at  Jerufalem,  muft  be  the  paffover  in  the  beginning  of 
the  year  following  or  the  53d  year  of  Jefus  Chrift,  which  is  the 
time  aligned  for  his  being  at  Jerufalem,  according  to  the 
computation  made  from  his  epiftle  to  the  Galatians ,  Thus 
I  have  reduced  the  time  of  thefe  two  tranfadtions  to  a  kind 
of  equation,  from  whence  it  is  not  only  manifeft,  that  the. 
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time  of  St.  Paul' s  going  up  to  Jerufalem,  mentioned  Gale 
the  ad,  mud  be  the  time  that  he  went  thither  from  Corinth  ; 
butalfo,  that  the  14  years  mentioned  in  Gal .  the  2d  muft 
be  rekoned  from  the  firft:  time  of  his  being  at  Jerufalem  after 
his  conversion,  and  not  from  the  time  of  his  converfion,  as 
bifhop  Pc  nr f on  fuppofes.  And  to  this  accord  all  the  circum- 
ftances  which  are  mentioned  of  this  journey,  except  that 
one,  that  he  went  up  with  Banabas  ;  which  I  can  only  ac¬ 
count  for  by  fuppofing,  when  he  landed  at  Cwfarea,  that  he 
there  met  with  Barnabas,  who  was  alfo  going  up  to  ‘Jerusa¬ 
lem  to  attend  at  thefeaft  of  the  paffover  ;  and  I  am  the  more 
inclined  to  be  of  this  opinion,  when  I  confider,  that  on  Paul 
and  Barnabas's  Separating  from  each  other,  Barnabas  went  to 
Cyprus,  from  whence,  in  his  return  to  Jerufalem,  Cwfarea 
is  the  moft  convenient  place  for  his  landing  at.  But  all  the 
other  circumftances  of  this  tranfadkion,  correfpond  in  fixing 
this  journey  of  his  from  Corinth,  to  be  the  time  of  his  going 
to  Jerufalem,  mentioned  Gal.  ii :  For  when  he  waspreffed 
by  the  Ephefians  to  flay  longer  time  with  them,  he  gives  them 
no  other  real'on  for  hishafty  departure,  but  that  he  muft  by 
all  means  keep  this  feaftthat  cometh  at  Jerufalem.  We  may 
therefore,  very  well  fuppofe,  that  it  was  by  revelation  that 
he  went  up  ;  fince  the  twice,  that  he  went  up  to  Jeru¬ 
falem  with  Barnabas  from  Antioch,  as  mentioned  in  the 
A  bis  of  the  apoftles,  it  is  plainly  faid  that  he  was  lent  up 
the  firft  time  with  the  contributions  of  the  people  of  Antioch , 
and  the  fecond  time  about  the  determination  of  the  quefti- 
on  whether  the  Gentile  converts  Should  be  circumcifed. 

It  islikewife  mentioned  in  the  ad  of  the  Gal.  that  when 
he  left  Jerufalem,  he  went  down  to  Antioch ;  and  it  is  like- 
wife  faid,  in  ABs  xviii.  aa.  when  he  came  from  Corinth, 
that  after  he  had  gone  up,  andfaluted  the  church,  he  went 
down  to  Antioch. 

There  is  another  circumftance  in  this  tranfadlion,  which 
is  of  no  ftnall  moment.  And  that  is,  that  wThen  the  apoftles* 
James,  Cephas,  and  Jo hn  had  given  to  Paul,  and  Barnabas, 
the  right  hand  of  fellowship,  that  they  fhou’d  go  to  the 
heathen  :  St.  Paul  takes  notice,  and  adds  only  they  wou’d, 
that  we  fhou’d  remember  the  poor,  the  fame  which  I  al¬ 
fo  was  forward  to  do.  Now  if  this  be  fuppofed  to  be  the 
time  of  their  being  at  Jerufalem,  mentioned  APs  the  15  th 
one  w(5u’d  think,  that  there  was  no  need  of  putting  them  in 
mind  of  remembring  the  poor  ;  fince  the  very  laft  time  be-, 
fore  this,  that  Paul  and  Barnabas  were  at  Jerufalem,  the 
principal  part  of  their  bulinefs  was  to  bring  the  contributions 

*  Galatians  ii.  9,  10,  of 
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of  the  difciples  at  Antioch  to  the  church  of  JeruJalem.  And 
then  it  is  likewife  not  very  probable,  that  the  next  time 
they  came  to  Jerufalem,  after  this  charge  given  them  by  the 
apoftles,  they  fhou’d  come  empty  handed;  as  they  did  when 
Paul  came  from  Corinth  to  Jerufalem :  But  if  this  time  of 
Paul's  being  at  Jerufalem ,  mentioned  Gal.  the  2d,  be  fup- 
pofed  to  be  the  time,  when  he  came  thither  from  Corinth  ; 
then  it  will  be  nine  years  fince  the  time  of  his  bringing  the 
contributions  of  the  brethren  at  Antioch ;  and  this  will  be  the 
2d  time  of  his  coming  to  Jerufalem  without  bringing  any  re¬ 
lief  to  the  poor.  So  that  it  is  natural  to  fuppofe,  the  apoftles 
might  then  give  it  in  charge  to  them  to  remember  the  poor. 
And  of  confequence  the  very  next  time  after  this, that  St.  Paul 
returns  to  Jerufalem,  he  carries  along  with  him  the  contri¬ 
butions  of  the  Corinthians ,  Thejfalonians,  &c.  as  appears 
from  his  epiftle  to  the  Romans,  chap.  xv.  25,  26.  But  now 
I  go  to  Jerufalem  to  minifler  unto  the  faints.  For  it  hath 
pleafed  them  of  Macedonia  and  Achaia,  to  make  a  certain  con¬ 
tribution  for  the -poor  faints,  which  are  at  Jerufalem.  I  ap¬ 
prehend,  therefore,  we  may  very  fairly  conclude,  that  the 
time  of  St.  Paul's  being  at  Jerufalem,  mentioned  in  the  fecond 
chap,  of  the  Gal.  was  the  time  that  he  went  thither  from  Co¬ 
rinth  :  And  therefore  cou’d  not  pofibly  be  the  time,  that  he 
wasfent  up  from  Antioch  to  Jerufalem,  mentioned  Ahls  15. 

The  ufe  which  I  (hall  make,  at  prefent,  of  what  I  have 
here  afferted,  is  only  to  remind  my  reader,  that  if  St.  Pad 
A.  D.  49,  declared  the  converfion  of  the  Gentiles  to  the 
people  of  Phcenice,  and  Samaria,  in  his  way  to  Jerufalem  ; 
and  that  when  he  came  to  Jerufalc?n ,  he  there  likewife  de¬ 
clared  to  the  apoftles  and  elders,  and  the  whole  multitude, 
the  miracles  and  wonders  God  had  wrought  among  the  Gen* 
tiles  :  If  thefe  had  been  Gentiles  which  were  converted  im¬ 
mediately  from  idolatry  ;  what  need  was  there  for  him  four 
years  afterwards,  when  he  returned  to  Jerufalem,  A.  D.  53, 
to  communicate  that  dcdtrine,  which  he  preached  to  the 
Gentiles,  but  privately  to  thofe  who  were  of  reputation  ? 

Sr.  Paul  declares  of  himfelf,  that  unto  the  Jews  he  be* 
came  as  a  Jew,  that  he  might  gain  the  Jews  ;  to  them  that 
are  under  the  law,  as  under  the  law,  that  he  might  gain 
them  that  are  under  the  lawr ;  to  them  that  are  without  law, 
as  without  law,  that  he  might  gain  thofe  that  are  without 
law.  And  thofe  fermons  of  his,  that  we  find  recorded  in 
the  AHs,  are  fuitable  to  this  declaration.  For  when  he  h 
preaching  in  the  fynagogues  to  the  Jews,  and profely ted  Gen¬ 
tiles,  he  there  endeavours  to  convince  $hem  put  of  the  law. 
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and  the  prophets,  that  Jefus  is  the  promifed  Meffiah  :  But 
when  he  is  preaching  to  thofe  who  were  without  law,  that 
is  to  the  idolatrous  G entile sf  he  then  never  mentions  one 
word  of  the  law  of  M ofes,  nor  of  prophecies  relating  to  the 
Mejfiah*  And  if  we  look  into  the  two  fpeeches  which  he 
makes  to  thofe  people  at  Lyflra  and  at  Athens ;  which  are  the 
only  fpeeches  of  his,  that  we  find  recorded,  as  made  to 
idolatrous  Gentiles  ;  we  fhall  find,  that  he  only  endeavours 
to  perfuade  them  into  a  belief  of  the  one,  true  God ,  crea¬ 
tor  of  heaven  and  earth ;  from  the  nature  and  reafonable- 
nefs  of  the  thing,  and  in  the  conclufion  of  his  fpeech  to  the 
Athenians ,  he  fays,  that  God  winked  at  the  times  of  their 
ignorance ,  hut  nova  commandeth  men  every  where  to  repenty 
hecaufe  he  hath  appointed  a  day ,  in  the  which  he  will  judge 
the  world  of  right  eoufnefs,  by  that  man  whom  he  hath  ordained . 
Whereof  he  hath  given  ajfurance  unto  all  men ,  in  that  he 
hath  raifed  him  from  the  dead.  Here  St.  Paul  makes  no 
mention  of  phe  law  of  Mofes  or  the  prophets ,  but  only  re¬ 
commends  to  them  a  belief  in  the  true  God ,  and  of  a  refur- 
redilon  from  the  dead,  where  Jefus  Chrijl  fhall  judge  the 
world  at  the  1  aft  day.  And  endeavours  to  convince  his  au¬ 
dience  of  the  truth  of  what  he  afferts,  by  appealing  to  a 
matter  of  fadf  ;  to  a  miracle,  to  the  refurrediion  of  this  fame 
Jefus  from  the  dead. 

Whoever  therefore  confiders  the  perverfenefs  of  the  Jews  ; 
their  attachment  to  their  own  religion, and  the  obftinacy  with 
which  they  perlifted  on  having  even  the  profelyted  Gentiles 
to  be  circumcifed,  before  they  would  allow  them  to  become 
Chriftians  ;  need  not  wonder  that  St.  Paul,  when  he  came 
to  Jerufalcm  into  the  very  centre  of  Judaifm,  fhould  there 
communicate  to  the  apoflles  this  dodirine,  which  he 
preached  to  :he  idolatrous  Gentiles,  but  privately  orfeveral- 
ly  one  by  one,  and  only  to  thofe  who  were  of  reputation. 

I  cannot  precifely  fix  the  time  of  St.  Paul's  firft  making 
any  converts  immediately  from  Heathenifm  to  Chrifiianity  ; 
but  find,  that  he  had  fome  fuccefs  at  Athens  ;  becaufe  it  is 
laid  AEis  xvii.  34.  Howbeit  certain  men  clave  unto  him 
and  believed ;  among  the  which  was  Dionyfius  the  Areopagite, 
and  a  woman  named  Damaris,  and  others  with  them. 

But  however  he  had  been  at  Thejfalonica  before  he 
arrived  at  Athens ,  and  we  find,  that  he  there  made  fome 
converts  from  idolatry ;  as  appears  from  his  firft  letter  to 
them,  which  he  wrote  when  he  was  at  Corinth,  foon  after 
he  left  Athens.  Where  fpeaking  of  the  brethren  in  Macedonia, 
and  Ac h ala ,  he  fays,  For  they  tkcmfylv.es  Jhew  of  us  what  mm* 
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ner  of  en f ring  in  we  had  unto  you,  and  how  ye  turned  to  God 
from  idols  to  ferve  the  living  and  true  God,  and  to  wait  for 
his  fin  from  heaven ,  whom  he  raifid  from  the  dead,  even 
Jcfus,  which  delivered  us  from  the  wrath  to  come.  And  here 
I  muft  defire  that  my  reader  will  take  notice,  that  thefe 
words  of  St.  Paul  to  the  T hejfkhnians  contain  the  very 
purport  of  his  fpeech  to  the  Athenians. 

This  is  the  firft  letter  which  is  come  to  our  hands,  that 
ever  St.  Paul  wrote  as  an  apoftle  to  the  Gentiles.  So  that 
we  may  probably  fix  this  as  the  place,  where  he  made  the 
firft  converts  from  Heathenifm  to  Chriftianity.  And  if  we 
confider  that  this  epiftle  of  St.  Paul  to  the  TheJfalonians,vtes 
written  from  Corinth  A.  D.  51,  and  that  his  fecond  epiftle 
to  them  was  written  foon  after  to  explain  the  firft,  and  that 
thefe  were  the  only  epiftles  which  St.  Paul  wrote  before 
his  return  to  Jerufalem  from  Corinth ,  A.  D.  53,  it  is  very 
natural  to  imagine,  that  the  gofpel  which  he  communicated 
to  the  apoftles  at  Jerufalem,  as  preached  to  the  Gentiles 
mentioned  Gal.  the  2d  was  that  gofpel  which  he  had  preach¬ 
ed  and  written  in  this  journey  to  the  idolatrous  Gentiles. 

But  although  I  will  allow  this  argument  not  to  be  ftrid:- 
ly  conclufive,  as  to  the  place  where  the  firft  converts  from 
idolatry  to  Chriftianity  were  made ;  yet  I  apprehend  there 
has  been  fufficient  proof  given  in  the  general,  that  St.  Paul 
never  made  any  converts  immediately  from  idolatry,  till 
this  his  fecond  apoftolical  journey ;  which  commenced  aft 
ter  the  decree  of  the  apoftles  was  made  at  Jerufalem  ;  and 
which  is  all  that  I  am  concerned  iiv proof  of  at  prefent. 

I  fhall,  therefore,  trouble  my  reader  no  further  than  to 
give  my  reafons  why  I  have  not,  in  this  differ  ration,  taken 
any  notice  of  the  opinion  of  Ludovicus  Capeltus,  who  is  an 
author  of  note  and  credit,  on  that  fide  of  the  queftion,againft 
which  I  have  been  writing,  but  he  is  fo  exceedingly  unac- 
curate  in  his  chronology,  that  I  purpofely  avoided  mention¬ 
ing  his  name,  left  the  refuting  of  him  fhould  lead  me  into 
too  long  a  digreffion,  He  has  perfix’d  two  chronological 
tables  to  his  HiFtoria  Apoftollca  illuftrata  which  differ  from 
each  other  fometimes  two,  three,  four,  or  five  years  ;  and 
in  fixing  the  time  of  St.  Paul's  writing  to  the  Galatians , 
they  differ  10  years  from  each  other  :  And  in  the  body  of 
his  book  he  frequently  differs  from  both  of  them.  He  fup- 
pofes  the  converfion  of  St.  Paul  to  have  happened  at  the 
fooneft  A.  D.  38,  and  yet  fays,  there  were  four  years  in¬ 
terval  between  the  time  of  faffing  the  decree  at  Jerufalem, 
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and  St.  Paul's  arrival  there  afterwards,  when  he  came  from 
Corinth .  Which  he  fays,  was  in  the  eleventh  year  of 
Claudius ,  or  in  the  50th  year  of  Chrift .  So  that  he  allows 
but  eight  years  at  moft,  from  the  time  of  St.  Paul's  conver- 
Hon  to  his  going  to  Jcrujalcm  from  Antioch ,  about  the  apof* 
toiick  decree;  and  yet  he  fuppofes  this  was  the  time  mention¬ 
ed  in  the  fecond  chapter  of  the  Galatians ,  which  c>t.  Paul 
cxprefsly  ailerts  to  be  upwards  of  leventeen,  or  fouiteen 
years  at  leaft,  after  his  converiion.  Thefe  are  fo  many 
contradictions  to  himfelf,  and  to  truth,  that  I  have  for  this 
reafon  declined  taking  any  notice  of  him,  or  laying  any 
ftrefs  upon  his  authority ;  though  in  the  general  fetting  afide 
his  chronological  miftakes,  he  is  a  learned  and  judicious 
writer* 
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ing  to  the  foregoing  account. 

SAUL’s  conversion.  From  Damafcus  goes  into  Arabia. 

Returns  ^  then  after  three  years  (Gal.  1.  18. ) 

Goes  up  to  JerttJaltm  to  lee  Peter.  Preaches  about  Syria 
and  Cilicia.  _ 

Brought  to  Antioch  in  Syria  by  Barnabas.  Vv  here  they 
ftay  a  whole  year.  .  ...  , 

Sent  up  from  thence  to  Jemfalcm  with  contributions,  anc* 
at  their  return  receive  their  million  to  the  Gentiles. 

After  various  travels  come  to  Antioch  in  Pijidia ,  where  St 
Tanl  preach’d  to  the  Gentiles  l  profelytes  ol  the  gate]  in 
the  fynagogue.  Proceed  to  Iionium ,  &c.  and  return  to 
Antioch  in  Syria,  from  whence  they  fet  out. 

Being  lent  up  a  fecond  time  from  thence,  to  the  council 
at  Jerufalem  about  oblerving  the  Mofaic  law,  they  de¬ 
clare  the  converfion  of  the  Gentiles  [profelytes  ot  the 
gate]  as  they  pals  thro’  Phanice  and  Samaria.  After  their 
return  to  Antioch  with  the  decree,  they  part. 

In  St.  Pattis  2d  apoftolical  journey  thro'  Syria,  &c.  TheJJd- 
Ionic  a  and  Athens ,  he  comes  to  Corinth ,  where  he  meets 
AqniUa  banilhed  from  Rome  by  the  decree  of  Claudius. 
Staies  here  a  year  and  half,  and  writes  his  two  epiftles 
to  the  The {[aim  tans. 

Goes  to  the  paflbvcr  at  Jerstfalem, by  revelation, with  'Barnabas 
and  Titus,  whom  he  had  probably  met  with  in  his  way 
thither  Here  he  communicates  privately  and  to  them  of 
reputation ,  that  gofpei  he  had  now  fuccefsfnlly  preach'd 
among  the  [idolatrous]  Gentiles  in  TheJJdknica  and  Athene 


I 
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FINIS . 


